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AHMEDNU6GUR SUCCESSION. 


Froiii the Secretary to Goyernxnent of Bombay, to J. Thomason, Esq., Secretary 
to Government of India, Political Department,—No. 18‘t-2722, dated the' 
SOtli October 184i3. 

"With reference to my letter^, dated the 18th instant^ No* 168^ I atii 
directed hy the Hon'ble the Governor in Council to transmit to you, for 
submission to the Eight Hou’ble the Governor General of India iu 
Council, copy of a letter from Mr. Boyd, Political Commissioner for 
Guzerat, dated the 2tth instant, forwarding a communication from Cap¬ 
tain liung, Political Agent m the IVIahee Kaiita, and of the corre 
Spondence therein alluded to, which has passed between that officer and 
Colonel Sutherland, Agent to the Governor General for the States of 

Eajpootana, consequent on the adoption ap,d* 
of T„kt si„g, R.i.L .t Ab™.d™g. 
Tvho .havd a vote iu the sue- gyr, to succeed the late Maharajah Maun Sing 
cession. of Jodhpore in the giiddee of Marwar, and 

the invitation rvhich has been given to Tukt Sing to take his son with 
him to Jodhpore as heir apparent to the sovereignty of Marwar. 

2. In forwarding this correspondence, I am desired to state that 
the Governor in Council is of opinion that, for the reasons mentioned by 
Captain Lang, and upon general grounds of policy and in equity, towards 
the Edur or elder branch of the family, Ahmednuggur and its depenAm- 
cies should reverb to Edur now that Tukt Sing and his son have ( 
elected sovereign and heir apparent of Marwar. 

3. This question, however, entirely rests with the Right Hon’hle 
the Governor General of India in Council; hut should His Lordship in 
Council concur with this Government in opinion that, in acknowledging 
Tukt Sing as the successor to the late Maharajah ol Jodhpore, he should 
he required to renounce, on behalf of himself and family, all claim to 
the Ahmednuggur Principality, and to re-anhex that principality to the 
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Edur State^ the Governor in Council is of opinion that advantag'c might 
be taken of these events to effect certain arrangements which will be 
conducive to British interests in Guzerat^ especially the abolition of 
transit duties both in the Edur and Ahmednuggur Territories, and the 
cession in the latter State of its right and authority over several small 
towns and villages which are at present held by that State in common 
with the British Government. 

4. With the view of assisting the Right Hon-^ble the Governor 
General of India in Council in his decision upon these points, I am 
directed by the Hon’ble the Governor in Council to forward, as an 
accompaniment to this letter, copy of a summary dated the 20th February 
last containing full information in regard to the connection which exists 
between the families of Jodhpore, Ahmedimggur, and Edur, both of 
which latter States formed one possession under the Rajahs of Edur 
until about the year 1784, when they were separated. 


From the Political Commissioner for Guzerat and Resident at Baroda, to J. F. 

WiLLOii&HBY, Esq., Secretary to Government of Bombay,—No. 200, dated 

the 24th October 1843. 

I HAVE the honour to send, in original, a despatch from Captain 
Lang, dated the 20th instant, No. 617, enclosing letters from Colonel 
Sutherland and Captain Ludlow on the subject of the choice of a suc¬ 
cessor to the guddee of Jodhpore by the constituted authorities, and 
which choice has fallen upon Tukt Sing, Chief of Ahmednuggur. 

2, I entirely agree with Captain Lang in the manifold advantages 
likely to be derived from a union between the two petty States of Edur 
and Ahmeclnuggur, and I would suggest that the Supreme Government 
be solicited to consider the question previous to the acknowledgment of 
Tukt Sing and his son as Rana and heir of Jodhpore, 

I beg to point out the circumstances of Tukt Sing's having, 
through his Agents, expressed his expectation of succeeding to Edur in 
the event of the Chief of the latter place obtaining Jodhpore, and 
which, I consider, forms a fair and reasonable ground for our requiring 
him to meet our wishes in this respect. 
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iP’rom Captain W/IiANO, Political Ageut^ Makee Kanta, to W. S. Boyd, Esq.^ 

PoHMcal CommissioiLer aad EeBideiit, Baroda,—617, dated tke 20tk 

October 1843. 

I HAYE tke honour to forward, for your information and that of 
Governmentj copies of a letter and its accompaniments, received this 
morning* by express, from tlie Governor GeneraPs Agent for the States ot 
Rajpootana, regarding the adoption and election of filjiharajah Tukt Sing 
of Ahmedmiggur to succeed the late Maharajah Maun Sing of Jodh- 
pore, and the invitation of his son to accompany him as heir apparent to 
the guddee of Marwar. Copy of my letter to Colonel Sutherland's letter 
is likewise annexed, and I beg now to add the translation of a letter 
received from Tukt Sing since I wrote the annexed reply to Colonel 
Sutherland for despatch by express. From this it would appear that he 
has not (as yet at least) accepted of the invitation of the Jodhpore 
authorities to take his son with him as heir apparent to the Marwar 
Throne, hut intends leaving him here as Maharaj of Ahmednuggur, 
The messenger who brought Tukt Singes letter also reports the birth of 
another son to the Maharajah this morning just as he was leaving the 
town en route to Jodhpore. It is not mentioned in the letter, as that 
was written, he states, last night, but not despatched so soon as was 
intended on account of some accident which detained the Maharajah till 
this morning, so that I shall probably receive a report of it in the course 
of this evening or to-morrow, when a translation shall be forwarded with¬ 
out delay. 

2. In the event of Colonel Sutherland not considering it advisable 
to recommend that the formal confirmation of Maharajah Tukt Singes 
succession to Jodhpore should be withheld till something is settled 
regarding Ahmednuggur, I beg to state that it is of importance to the 
continued tranquillity of this province that the question should be 
decided with as little delay as possible, and I shall therefore feel 
obliged by your bringing it to the early and special attention of 
Government. It seems to my humble judgment clear that, as Tukt 
Sing himself has been adopted into the Royal House of Jodhpore, none 
of Lis sons can have any claim to enjoy the appanage possessed hereto¬ 
fore by the family as a younger branch of that of Edur: and as the 
families have long been on bad terms, and nothing could exceed the 
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Edur state/ the Governor in Comncil is of opinion that advantage might 
be taken of these events to effect certain arrangements which will be 
conducive to British interests in Guzerat^ especially the abolition of 
transit duties both in the Edur and Ahmednuggur Territories^ and the 
cession in the latter State of its right and authority over several small 
towns and villages which are at present held by that State in common 
with the British Government. 

4. With the view of assisting the Eight Ron'^ble the Governor 
General of India in Council in his decision upon these points, I am 
directed by the Hon’ble the Governor in Council to forward, as an 
accompaniment to this letter, copy of a summary dated the 20th February 
last containing full information in regard to the connection which exists 
between the families of Jodhpore, Ahmedniiggur, and Edur, both of 
which latter States formed one possession under the Rajahs of Edur 
until about the year 1784*, when they wei'e separated. 


From the Political Ooinniissioner for Guzorat and Eesident at Earoda, to J. F. 

■VYiniiOUGHBY, Esq., Secretary to Government of Bombay,—200, dated 

the 24tli October 1843, 

I HAVE the honour to send, in original, a despatch from Captain 
Lang, dated the 20th instant. No. 617, enclosing letters from Colonel 
Sutherland and Captain Ludlow on the subject of the choice of a suc¬ 
cessor to the guddee c£ Jodhpore by the constituted authorities, and 
which choice has fallen upon Tukt Sing, Chief of Ahmednuggur. 

2, I entirely agree with Captain Lang in the manifold advantages 
likely to be derived from a union between the two petty States of Edur 
and Ahmednuggur, and I would suggest that the Supreme Government 
be solicited to consider the question previous to the acknowledgment of 
Tukt Sing and his son as Rana and heir of Jodhpore. 

I beg to point out the circumstances of Tukt Singes having, 
through his Agents, expressed his e^ipectation of succeeding to Edur in 
the event of the Chief of the latter place obtaining Jodhpore, and 
which, I consider, forms a fair and reasonable ground for our requiring 
him to meet our wishes in this respect, 
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t*rom Captain W. Lan(J, PoHdcal Agent, Maliee ICanta, to W. S. Boyd, Esq.* 

Political OommissioBOr and Besident, Baroda,'"-~'No. 617, dated tko 20th 

October 1843. 

I HAVPl the honour to forward^ for your information and that of 
Government/copies of a letter and its accompaniments, received this 
Biorning by express, from the Governor GeneraBs Agent for the States of 
Kajpootana, regarding the adoption and election of Jiljiharajah Tnkt Sing 
of Ahmednuggitr to succeed the late Maharajah Maun Sing of Jodh- 
pore, and the invitation of his son to accompany him as heir apparent to 
the guddee of Marwar* Copy of my letter to Colonel Sutherland's letter 
is likewise annexed, and I beg now to add the translation of a letter 
received from Tukt Sing since I wrote the annexed reply to Colonel 
Sutherland for despatch by express. From this ii would appear that he 
has not (as yet at least) accepted of the invitation of the Jodhpore 
authorities to take his son with him as heir apparent to the Marwar 
Throne, but intends leaving him here as Maharaj of Ahmednuggur, 
The messenger who brought Tukt Singes letter also reports the birth of 
another son to the Maharajah this morning just as he was leaving the 
town en route to Jodhpore. It is not mentioned in the letter, as that 
was written, he states, last night, but not despatched so soon as was 
intended on account of some accident which detained the Maharajah till 
this morning, so that I shall probably receive a report of it in the coui’se 
of this evening or to-morrow, when a translation shall be forwarded with¬ 
out delay. 

S. In the event of Colonel Sutherland not considering it advisable 
to recommend that the formal confirmation of Maharajah Tukt Singes 
succession to Jodhpore should be withheld till something is settled 
regarding Ahmednuggur, I beg to state that it is of importance to the 
continued tranquillity of this province that the question should be 
decided with as little delay as possible, and I shall therefore feel 
obliged by your bringing it to the early and special attention of 
Government. It seems to my humble judgment clear that, as Tukt 
Sing himself has been adopted into the Eoyal House of Jodhpore, noue 
of his sons can have any claim to enjoy the appanage possessed hereto¬ 
fore by the family as a younger branch of that of Edur: and as the 
families have long been on bad terms, and nothing could exceed the 
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rancorons feeling- wLieh the supersession of tlie Edur Chief in the Jodh- 
pore succession has now caused between them, there can be no doubt of 
the expediency of rectuiring Tukt Sing to relinquish for himself and 
family all claim upon Ahmednuggur, as, with the great influence he 
would have as Maharajah of Jodhpore and means of gaining over the 
Edur Sirdars and others to the interests o-f his own son if one of them 
should be left in po^ession of Ahmednuggur, or at all events of embroil¬ 
ing them with their own Chief, I greatly fear we should only have to 
wait for the Maharaj of Edur becoming of age and the attachment being 
removed to witness a renewal of the system of internal rebellion from 
which the Maliee Kanta suffered so long and so constantly during the 
life-time of the late Maharaj Gumbeer Sing. 

8. In the event of my view of the case being considered a correct 
one, the other and still younger branch of the Edur family which now 
enjoys Soor and a few other villages in the Edur Talooka will be entitled 
to some addition to their share of the fiimily patrimonyat least they 
are sure to assert a claim tC some additional provision being made for 
them from the increased means which would then be at the disposal 
of the Edur Eurbar: and I think it would generally be considered 
unjust througbeut the province to refuse to entertain it. This would 
require to be settled by negotiation with the different parties concerned; 
but if once favoured with the final decision of Government regarding 
Ahmednuggur, I should not, I hope, find much difficulty in settling the 
other question by some amicable settlement between the Edur Durbar 
and the Soor family. You will observe by the 2ncl paragraph of my letter 
to Colonel Sutherland that 1 have stationed one of my most trustworthy 
Mehtas at Ahmednuggur in the meantime to prevent any disturbance. 


From Captain W. Lano, Political Agent, Mahee Kanta, to Colonei* Suteeelanh, 
Governor General's Agent for the States of Eajpootana,—No. 616, dated 
Sadra, the 20th October 1843. 

Ih acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 17tli instant. No. 
1056, and its several accompaniments, just received by express, regarding 
the adoption and election of Maharajah Tukt Sing of Ahmednuggur to 
succeed the late Maharajah Maun Sing of Jodhpore, and the invitation 
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of his son to accompany him as heir apparent to the giiddee of Marwar^ 
I have the honour to inform yon that I am despatching my Head Kar-*. 
koon^ with a party of 100 Gaekwar SowarS; to escort the Maharajah 
and his family as far in the direction of Pahlunpore as he may consi¬ 
der their services necessary^ and prevent the pofisibility of any interruption 
being offered to them in their progress to Jodhpore^ for which place I 
have heard the Maharajah intends starting either to-day or to-morrow. I 
have likewise written to the Kanee of Eclur^ acquainting her with the 
decision of the parties at Jodhpore to whom the settlement of the question 
of succession to the vacant giiddee was entrusted^ and warning her against 
interfering in any way with the progress of Maharajah Tukt Sing and 
his family. 1 had before sent a reinforcement of 50 Sowars to Edur to 
prevent any attempt on the part of the Ranee to carry her late threat 
into execution; but as she has not at present the means of offering any 
effectual opposition^ I trust the allusion she made to such an intention in 
one of her letters is to be ascribed solely to the irritated state of her 
feelings at the supersession of her son in the Jodhpore succession by tho 
next branch of the Edur family, which she very naturally looks upon as 
a great act of injustice. 

2. As the removal of Maharajah Tukt Sing and his only son to 
Jodhpore will leave the Ahraednnggur guddee vacant, I imagine it must 
revert to Edur as the senior branch of the family; but as there is a 
younger branch, consisting of four grown-up brothers, who enjoy Soor and 
a few other villages in the Edur Talooka, and as I have been informed 
that the Ahmednuggur Rajah has within the last few days been entertain¬ 
ing extra Sebundee to leave”^ at Ahrnednug- 
giir, which would involve a direct breach of his 
enM^ements with our Government, I have deemed it my duty to detach 

o O ^ 

a trustworthy Mehta with ray Head Karkoonto be left in Superintending 
charge of Ahmednuggur pending the receipt of the instructions of Govern¬ 
ment as to the eventual disposal of that State and to prevent any disturb¬ 
ance arising from the conflicting claims which will, in all probability, be 
set up to it. I have not yet been favoured with the reply of the 
Hoa’ble Board to any of the references I have made regarding the suc¬ 
cession to Edur or Ahmednuggur in the event of the Chiefs of either of 
these States being adopted into the Jodhpore family, and my only object 
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in alluding to the Buhjeet here is^ that you may suggest to the Political 
Agent at Jodhpore, should you consider it advisable^ the propriety of 
witbliolcling the formal confirmation of our Government to the Jodbpore 
snccession till sometliing has been settled regarding the Ahmednviggur 
State^ or^ if you are of my opinion that we cannot allow Maharajah 
Tukt Sing to hold it together with Jodhpore, till he has given a writteu 
engagement relinquishing all claim to it, and birtding himself in no way 
to interfere, directly or indirectly, with the decision which may be passed 
by Government regarding it. 

3. As I had a message from the Ahmedriuggur Rajah through his 
Agents then here during the early part of these Jodhpore discussions 
clearly asserting his claim to Edur in the event of the young Chief of 
that State being allowed to succeed the late Maharajah Maun Sing of 
Jodhpore, I fully expected, in the event of his succeeding himself to 
Marwar, that he would not have thought of leaving Ahmednuggiir 
without at least writing to me regarding the present management and 
eventual disposal of that State; hut as his Agents left Sadra some time 
ago, and the entertainment of extra Sebundee looks as if he hoped to be 
allowed to retain Ahmedxiuggur for himself, or to bestow it on some 
other member of the family, the more to mortify the Edur people, with 
whom those of Ahmednuggur have long been on bad terms, I am sure 
you will excuse my troubling you on the subject, as any attempt of the 
kind woitld doubtless be a fertile source of immediate disturbance, and 
tend, I greatly fear, eventually to reduce the Edur Talooka to the state 
of anarchy and misrule from which it has only within the last few years 
recovered. 


Mahaxaj Shiiee Auhiraj Ttjkx Sino, of Ahmednuggur, writes to Captain Lano, 
Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, after compliments, as follows:— 

I WKOTE to you before that a deputation of respectable persons had 
come here from Jodhpore; now a royal note JSooMaJ from the 

Maharanee adopting me has arrived with the concurrence of the gentle¬ 
men there, and I have therefore sent my Karkoon, Jeysunker, to acquaint 
you wdth it. Be pleased therefore, after taking what he has to say into 
your consideration, to send mo back with him an escort of 100 Sowars for 
my protection on the road. Besides, 1 have left Maharaj Jeswunt Sing 
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as sovereign (Malik) of the places belonging to Ahmednnggur^ and I 
hope you will take care of him in every respect. This place rests entirely 
in confidence in you, and I am ready to obey all your commands, 

11th Assoo Wud 1899, signed by the Maharivj, you will know all 
from the above/^ corresponding with 19th October 1843. 


From LiEUTENANT-OoLONEr J. SuTHEBLAKD, Agent to the Governor General 
for the kStates of Eajpootana, to Captain Lano, Political Agent, Hahee 
Kanta, Sadra>--~]Sro. 1056, dated Caonp Sanderao,’’ near Erinpoora,” the 
I7th October 1840. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit, for your information, a copy of a letter 
which I have received from Captain Ludlow, dated the 15th instant, and 
numbered 371; also extract of paragraphs 1, 2, and 4 from a letter of 
the same date, numbered 872, which I have just received by express from 
that officer, 

2. I have the honour to request that you will afford every facility 
to the progress of Maharajah Tukt Sing and of his son, the sovereign 
and heir apparent constitutionably elected in succession to the late Maha¬ 
rajah Maun Sing of Jodhporc. Since, as you will perceive from Captain 
Ludlow^s letter, their arrival at an early period is important, any interrup¬ 
tion which may be intended or offered by the Edur Authorities or others 
to their quitting Ahmednuggnr, or to their progress towards JodhporCj, 
will, of course, be promptly prevented or put down by you. 

3. A copy of this letter will be sent for Captain Ludlow^s informa¬ 
tion through a letter of which the enclosed is a copy. 


From Captain Ludlow, Political Agent, Jodhpore, to Coeonel X Suthebland, 
Agent to the Governor Gene?;al for the States of Eajpootana,—ITo, 371, 
dated the 16th October 1843. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit, for information, a ktter, No. 589, with 
enclosures, in original, which I have received by this post, from Captain 
Lang, the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, and also a copy of my 




ViQNVi® 


8 AHHEBNtraaUR SUCCESSION^ 

reply to that officer of tills date; and I would beg to suggestj under the 
OircumstancGs of the case, that you address that officer direct iipoii the 
subject of the advisability of the immediate departure of Tukt Sing, the 
present Rajah of Ahmednuggur, to Jodhpore, to assume the sovereignty of 
Marwar, to which he was yesterday elected by the rinanimouis voice of the 
Ranees, the Sirdars, and others who have a voice in the succession. The 
Ranees at the satpe time invited the son of Tukt Sing as the heir appa¬ 
rent of the gucldee of Marwar. 

Su Copies of the letter and urzee prepared by the Ranees and the 
Sirdars and others, for despatch to the Chief of Ahmednuggur, will be 
sent to you with translations, and my Report upon the subject of the 
adoption, as soon as they can be prepared. 


Extract from a letter from Oaptaik LuDnovr, to Colonel SuI'Heiilani),—Ko. 872, 
dated the 15th October 1843. 

Paragraph ,—In continuation of the subject of my letter, No. 84»8, 
of the 23rd ultimo, I have the honour to enclose, together with English 
translations, copies of a letter and an urzee addressed by the widows of 
Maharajah Maun Sing and the Sirdars and Mootsuddees to Maharajah 
Tukt Sing of Ahmednuggar aanouncing His Highnesses adoption and 
election to the guddee of Marwar. 

The election of the above-named personage having been unanimous, 
I yielded to the requisition of all parties that I would address a hlureeta 
to His Highness (a copy and translation of which are also enclosed) 
inviting him to the capital to assume the Government in anticijiation of 
bis recognition by the Right Hon^hle the Governor General of India. 
This course appeared to me the more desirable as the rival claims asserted 
to the gzMee of Marwar tend to keep the public mind in a state of 
anxiety, and my delay in the investiture^ it might bo feared, would lead 
to some commotion in the distant provinces. 

4. I have had the honour to apprize you of objections advanced 
by the Edur family through the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta to 
the departure of Tukt Sing from Ahmednuggur till his recognition 
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shall havQ been obtained from the Right Hon'’ble the Governor General 
of India, and I have only to add that it appears to mo highly desirable 
on every neeoant that the objection set forth by Her Highness of Edur 
should not be suffered to cause delay in the departure of Tnkt Sing to 
assume the sovereignty of Marwar. 

{True Extract.) 

(Scl.) P.'P. French, 

AuU. Agent to Ike Govr. Genl, 


From LiErrmNANT-OoxoNEi:. J". Suthekiand, Agent to the Governor General 
for the States of Eajpootaua, to Captais J. Ludlow, Political Agent, 
Jodbporo,—No. 1055, dated Camp Sanderao, near Erinpoora, the 17fch 
October 1843. ■ 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt, by express, of your 
letter, No. 872, dated the 15th instant, with its several enclosures, report¬ 
ing the adoption and election of Maharajah Tukt Sing and of his son 
as soverei^i^i and heir apparent of Marwar in succession to the late 
Maharajah Maun Sing by the ua.aniraoua voice of the widows of the 
late Maharajah, of the Sirdars, Mootsuddees, and Khawas Pashans, and 
beg to offer my cordial congratulations on this happy event; the letter 
No. 371 and enclosures I received yesterday. 

a. I have the honour to transmit, for your information, a copy of a 
letter which I have written and despatched by express to Captain Lang, 
which, I trust, will have the effect of ensuring the safe arrival of the 
Maharajah and of hi.s son at Jodhpore at an early period. 


SUMMARY. 

1. On the death, in December 1889, of Prithee Sing, Rajah of 
Ahmednuggur, a posthumous (the only) son of the Rajah by his senior 
widow was recognized by Government as beir to that estate. This 
infant, however, died in September 1841, and Government authorized 
the recognition of Tukt Sing, the uncle and heir of the deceased, ab 
successor to the guddee. 


B 
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For reasons urged by Captain Imng*, the Political Agent in the? 
Mahee Kanta^ in the 3nd paragraph of a letter addressed by him to the 
Political Commissioner for Gnzerat on the 4th October 1841, Sir Koherfc 
Arbvithnot, then Collector of Abmedabad> was directed to refrain from 
agitating for the present a question which he had raised on the death/ in 
1839, of Prithee Sing Rajali, relative to the right of the British Govern¬ 
ment to place under attachment the possessions of that Chief situated 
within villages subject to British jurisdiction, on the ground that such a 
course would be likely considerably to increase the difiBculty of effecting 
a satisfactory settlement of the dispute which had l>eeii long pending 
between the Edur and Ahrnednuggur families in regard to their relative 
rights to certain lands in the pergunnahs of Mourassa, Byer, and 
ICuntaloo Bora. 

3. In reply to thes'e instructions, Sir Robert Aibuihnot, in a letter 
dated the 16th November 1841, referred for the orders of Government 
relative to the course he should adopt with re%ence to the right of 
the British Government to the share in the Mourassa Pergunnah, which 
had been held by the deceased Rajah Prithee Sing, and afterwards by his 
infant son, and which, that officer observed, formed no legitimate part 
of the Ahrnednuggur possessions ; and that, in his opinion, neither the 
Rajah of Edur, nor the present Rajah of Ahrnednuggur, possessed any 
valid clainu to the guddee of Mourassa, which, in right of sovereignty, 
he considered had, from the death of the late Rajah, become a lapse 
to the British Government. In making this reference. Sir Robert 
Arbuthnot called the attention of Government to lus letter dated the 
10th December 1839 as containing the grounds on which he considered 
this lapse to have taken place, 
communication 


The following is an extract from that 


the first place, I beg to premise that the possessions of the 
Ahrnednuggur Rajah, as well as those of Mourassa and Byer, latterly 
formed part of the talooka of Edur, from which they were separated 
about 55 years ago. 

The present family of Edur is of recent origin. The title of the 
old Chief was Rao of Edur; he was one of the numerous Rajpoots who 
were conquered by and subject to the Kings of Guzerat, and subsequently 


AHMBDNUGGUR StJCCESSIOK* 


11 


to the Emperors of Delhi when that country formed a province of Hin« 
doBtan, and was governed by a Sonbadar appointed from thence: under 
the Mahomedans he was generally designated Zemindar of Edur. In 
common with other Chiefs of those times> when occasions offered^ he was 
always refractory, and Ahmednuggur was built principally to keep him 
in check by Ahmed Shaw, one of the Kings of Guzerat, a. b. 1426: it 
is situated about 16 miles from Edur. 

Subsequent to the overthrow of Sir Boolund Khan, Soubadar of 
Gnzerat, a. b. 1729, by the first Bajeerow Peishwa, when the Chouth 
and Sir Deshmookhee Revenue was ceded to the Mahrattas, Abeh Sing, 
a Rajah of Jodhpore, was appointed to the Soubadarship of Gnzerat 
by the Emperor of Delhi. life younger brother, Anund Sing, aocbrn- 
panied him to Ahraedabad, and managed to obtain possession of the 
estates of the Rao of Edur, and it is from him the present family dates 
its origin. It was most probably also at this time, throtigh the connivance 
of his brother, tliat Ahmedriuggur, as well as the pergunnahs of Hursole, 
Mourassa, and Byer, fell into his Lauds. 

After some time Abeh Sing was obliged to return to Jodhpore 
to protect his paternal dominions from the invasion of the Mahrattas : 
he left a deputy, by name Rutton Sing Bhandaree, in charge of Alimeda- 
had. Momin Khan was appointed to succeed him as Sovibadar from 
Delhi, A. X), 17S5. Ration Sing resisted the appointment, and endea¬ 
voured to establish the authority of the Rajah of Jodhpore; he was, 
however, expelled by Momin Khan, with the assistance of Dummajee 
Gaekwar and a Mogul Officer placed in charge of Purantage; Ahmed- 
nuggar, however, and the pergunnahs of Hursole, Mourassa, and Byer, 
which were usually united with that pergannah, continued as dependen¬ 
cies of Edur. 

From this period, when the Mogul power in Guzerat was almost 
only nominal, till the conquest of Guzerat by the combined forces of the 
Peishwa and Gaekwar, a. b. 1755, and the Government passed into the 
hands of these Princes, the Edur Chief struggled for independence; he 
was, however, brought under subjugation by the Mahrattas, and his 
territory shared between the conquerors according to the terms of an 
Agreement which Dummajee and Raggoonath had entered into before 
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setting out from Poona. In this way one-half the numher of villages 
and an equal share of the Kusbas in the pergimnahs of Mourassa, 
Hursole, and Eyeiv to the lot of the Peishwa^ the other half to the 
Gaekwar. 

^^The Peishwa immediately took possession of liis share of the 
conquered provinces, and established Thannahs in the principal towns. 
The Gaekwar appears to have allowed the management of his portion 
to remain in the hands of the former Chiefs, subject to a Peishcusb, or 
tribute, which was annually settled and collected by his Moolukgerry 
army. It is now commuted under our guarantee to a fixed annual i)ay- 
meut for those villages which belonged entirely to the Marwarrees, by 
whiob term the members of the present Edur family are now known. 
For those in which the Peishwa had shares, tlio Marwarree tribute to the 
Gaekwar is paid by us under the term Ghansdannah, By some over¬ 
sight the amount has not been charged to the Marwarrces^ share of the 
revenue, a piece of good fortune which they owe to the complicated 
and unintelligible nature of their claims rather than to a right of exemp¬ 
tion. Even now it is a question whether the amount of tribute should 
not be exacted from them. lu proof that the Peishwa^s share was not 
subject to Ghansdannah, Mr. More in his Eeport dated 20th Feb¬ 
ruary 1819 to Mr. Dunlop distinctly writes:—There is no Ghaiis- 
datmah collected from any village which belonged exclusively to the 
Peishwa in the perguniiahs of Mourassa and Byer, except Demaee, and 
it appears that in it the Marwarrees formerly possessed some share. 

Anund Sing, the newly-established Rajah of Ediir, was succeeded 
by his son, Shew Sing, who was succeeded by his son, Bhowanee Sing, w^ho 

^ ^ ^ ^ lived afterwards only 27 days. On the death 

of Bhowanee Sing, the talooka in Sumbut 
1840’^ passed into the hands of his son, Giimbur Sing, a boy 12 years 
of age. 

Previous to his death Shew Sing had granted the town of Ahmed- 
nuggiir, with a maintenance of Rupees 12,000, to his 2nd son, Sugram 
Sing, who continued, however, to reside at Edur. After the death of 
Shew Sing some disturbances took place, which gave rise to an idea that 
Sugram Sing and his brothers, Zalum Sing and Ameer Sing, wished to 
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murder their nephew, Gumbur Sing, and obtain possession of the talooka; 
they were, consequently, obliged to leave Ednr, and, having gone to live 
at Ahmeduuggnr, took advantage of the minority of Gunabur Sing to 
seize upon Mourassa and Byer. The former became the property of 
Zalum Sing, the latter of Ameer Sing. 

“ Gumbur Sing afterwards endeavoured to recover these possessions, 
but apparently without avail, as, from a translation which accompanies 
Mr. More's Report above quoted, I find he was forced to cede his rights 
in Mourassa and Byer in favour of his uncles, Zalum Sing and Ameer 
Sing. 

“On the death of Zalum Sing, which took place in Sumhut 1859,* 
at Amleeam, in an engagement between the 
Gaekwar's Troops, assisted by his followers, 
and a rebellious Thakoor of that place, the Mourassa Pergunnali continued 
to be held by the Rajah of Ahmednuggar (on account of his younger 
brother, Purtab Sing, whom Zalum Sing had adopted) till Sumbut 1870, 
when the Gaekwar restored it to the Rajah of Edtir, by whom it was 
retained till Sumbut 1875, when it was given back, through the interfer- 
euce of the Resident at Baroda and Collector of Abmedabad, to Purtab 
Sing, at whose death it fell into the bands of the present Rajah as his 
adopted son. 

“The Claims of tlie Rajah of Edur to Mourassa and Byer are thus 
founded on the circumstance of these perfiinnahs having originally 
formed an integral portion of his talooka, which had been unjustly 
wrested from him by his uncles. 

" On the other hand, the Rajah of Ahmednuggnr claims them as 
forming a part of a talooka which he alleges was conquered from Edut 
by his grandfather and uncle conjointly, and of which he, as the 
descendant of the elder of the brothers, is the head." 

4. Government did not consider that the circumstances mentioned 
by Sir Robert Arbuthnot were sufficient to establish the right of the 
British Government to the share of Mourassa which had belonged to the 
t Prithee Sine and hie infant latef Rajah of Ahmednuggur; and Mr. Faw- 
son, cott/ W'ho had intermediately been appointed to 

tho charge of the Ahmedabad Goliectorate, was therefore (on the 7 th 
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March 184^) called upon to submit a succinct statement of the ground* 
on which this possession might be considered to have lapsed to the 
British Governoient. Mr. Fawcett was at the same time informed that 
even if the lapse to the British Government of the late Rajah's share of 
Mourassa could not be proved, still Goveraraent considered that it might 
very fairly avail itself of the opportunity afforded by his death of defin¬ 
ing the right of the Rajah of Ahmednuggnr over that possession, and 
by this means prevent, for the future, proceedings similar to those which 
had been resorted to by the Rajah Prithee Sing of sending, as he did, 
some time before his death, in 1839, bodies of armed men to Mourassa, 
and thereby endangered the peace of that part of the country. In reply 
to this reference, Mr. Fawcett, on the 21st June 1842, drew the attention 
of Government to the following extract of a letter which had been ad¬ 
dressed on this subject by Sir R. Arbuthnotto Captain Lang on the 16tb 
April 1841 :—“ Iti regard to giving up Mourassa and Byer, I should be 
most unwilling to recommend the adoption of such a measure, as these 
are the only largo towns we have in the unsettled part of the country of 
which they form the capital, and their possession, I consider, tends greatly 
to uphold our authority m the surrounding villages: besides which, in 
the event of the death of the present infant of Ahraednuggur without 
heirs of his own body, the entire revenues of Mourassa will belong to 
Government, as well as of Byer should the Ranee die under similar 
circumstances, for the founders of both these principaHtie.s as well as 
Ahmednuggur, having separated thera-selves from Edur, must be regarded 
as having established new families unconnected with each other, whose 
talookns, on failure of heirs, necessarily lapse to the sovereign power, to 
which they owe allegiance ;* and considering the probability of such an 
event, I am disposed to recommend that the compensation to be allowed 
for the loss of liis customs should be given in the name of the Rajah of 
Mourassa, and not of Ahmednuggur.” 


♦ “I am awaro the present Eajah of Ahtaedntiggiir is also related by blood to the 
late Rajah of Mourassa 5 bub it is not through his rolationship he now holds his righfca 
in the latter pergunnah, but in conseqaetice of his father^ tho late Bajah of Ahn«edtinggur, 
having been adopted by the Rajah of Mourassa; his issue will, of course, bo entitled to 
whatever rights he has sucoeeded to in Mourassa, but collateral branches of the house of 
Ahmednuggur can have no claim to do so. Should thoso .nofc lapse to Goyorumoufc, tho 
family of Edur aro the undoubted heirs by blood.” 
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B. la forwarding the above extract^ M Fawcett stated that the 
strongest grounds he could discover upon which any right on the part of 
the British Government existed to resume the late RajaVs share of 
Mourassa were, that this estate had descended by adoption through two 
generations, the issue of the last adopted being now extinct, as well as the 
family of the founder, Zaliim Sing: that, as far as he was aware, there was 
no specified line of succession, and that it, therefore, remained for Govern¬ 
ment to decide how far collateral branches of the adopted heirs possessed 
any right to succeed to this possession : but that, as iar as he could judge, 
no suffieieut reasons existed for preventing Tukt Sing, the present 
Kajah of Ahmedimggur, from succeeding to this possession, he being tbo 
nearest relative and uncle of the late infant Rajah and the brother of 
Prithee Sing, the former Rajah. 

In the same letter Mr. Fawcett stated that in the State of 
Mourassa tliree^ villages are comprised, in 
which the British Government possesses a 
share jt that the civil and criminal jurisdiction 
over these villages was administered by the 
British Government, but that the Rajah of Ahmednuggur had hitherto 
been permitted to collect his own share of their revenues, which circum¬ 
stance had been the source of disturbances. Mr. Fawcett added that, if 
the Rajah could be persuaded to give up his share in the revenues of 
these villages in exchange for a consideration, or allow them to be collected 
through our own officers, and accept his share from the treasury, 
there need be no apprehension of any further disturbances arising Irom 
the Rajah sending armed men into these villages, as lie would then have 
no pretence for so doing. 

7. Mr. Fawcett having forwarded to Captain Lang a copy of the 
above letter, the Political Commissioner for Guzerat was informed, on 
the S8th July 184*^, that, before passing a final decision of this question. 
Government was desirous of being furnished with any remarks which 
Captain Lang might have to offer on the subject. 

8. As the right of succession to the share of Mourassa held by the 
late Rajah of Ahmedimggur appeared to Government to depend upon a 


^ Moraesa, Gabui, Wanyad. 

f Of tlio total aatiual value 
of Kupees 4,006. 
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question of Hindoo Law^ the Judges of the Sudder Adawlut were, at 

the same tinie;^ requested to favour Govern- 
inent with their opinion on the three follow- 
ing points; and on the 19th August last the Registrar suhmitted the 
following reply to this reference, founded on an exposition of the Hindoo 
Law as given by the Law Officer of the Court 


^ 28th July 1842. 


Points refer'ced ly (government /m* the opinion 
of 8iMer Adawlut on the 20th July 1843. 


A. be adopted by B,, and by the death 
of A. the family of B. becomes ex¬ 
tinct, can tho collateral relations 
of A., according to the Hindoo Law, 
succeed to the estate and property 
which belonged to B, ? 

“Whether, in the case above supposed, 
does A. forfeit his hereditary rights 
in his own family for those be may 
acquire in virtue of liis adoption ? 




-Whether the blood relations of A. can 
acquire a right to property origi¬ 
nally belonging to tho adoptive 
father of A. ? 


Replies on each point submitted hj the Sudder 
Adawlut on the Wih August 1843. 


Isi—The collateral relations of A. cannot, 
by virtue of that relationship, 
according to Hindoo Law, succeed 
to the estate and property of B., 
the adoptive father of A., on decease 
of the latter. 

2nd, —In tho case above supposed, A. does 
forfeit his heredi^ry right in hia 
own family for those he may ac¬ 
quire in virtue of his adoption. 

3rd.—The blood relations of A. cannot 
acquire a right to property origi¬ 
nally belonging to the adoptive 
father of A., iinlees they be likewise 
related by blood to him, in which 
case they succeed according to 
their proximity. 


9. About) this time the Poirtical Commissioner for Guzerat forward¬ 
ed copies of two letters from Captain Lang dated the 29th March and 
2nd July 1842, in the latter of which eommmucations that officer stated 
it to be his opinion that, for the following reasons, Tukfc Sing possessed 
a right to succeed his late nephew (the deceased infant Rajah) in the 
Mourassa, as well as in the Alimednuggur possessions. The following 
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exfci’act from Captain Langes letter (dated tbe 2n<l JulJ^1842) shows the 
grounds on which this opinion was founded 

must here premise that the last Itajah who held undivided 
sway over the Edur Talooka was Shew Sing^ who died in Sumhut 1848 
(x\. D. 1791-92), leaving five sons, Bhowance Sing, Sugram Sing, Zalum 
Sing, Ameer Sing, and Indur Sing. Bhowance Sing succeeded his hither 
as Chief, but only survived him a few days, and left his son, Guinbur 
Sing, the lafce Rajah of Edur, a minor of 10 or 12 years of age, Sugram 
Sing appears to have received Ahmedmiggur before his father^s death as 
his share to the family possessions, hut the three other brothers remained 
unprovided for at Ildur. After the death of Bhowanee Sing they were 
suspected by the Sirdars of the State of meditating some treachery against 
their young nephew, and having been obliged, in consequence, to leave 
Edur, they went to reside with their elder brother, Sugram Sing, at 
Ahmedmiggur. With his assistance they soon succeeded, partly by force 
and partly by concession, in arresting the pergunnahs of Mourassa, Byer, 
and Ghorewarra from the young Rajah of Edur as their respective shares 
of the patrimonial estate; and it is in a great measure on this right, as 
they call it, by conquest, coupled with the circumstance of two of the 
brothers, Zalum Sing and Ameer Sing, having remained at Ahmedauggur 
with their families ever afterwards, that the several Rajahs who have 
possessed Ahmednuggur since Sugram Singes death have claimed the 
reversion of the Mourassa and Byer Pergunnahs to Ahmednuggur on the 
failure of direct heirs, asserting that they all form one State and never 
have been three separate Chiefsbips, but that Zalum Sing and Ameer 
Sing received charge of these pergunnahs from Sugram Sing, partly, 
indeed, to afford them the means of subsistence, but chiefly as his Deputies 
or Thannadars. 

^‘^ Had any of the several Treaties concluded from time ib time 
between the late Rajah of Edur and these Chiefs included the llajah 
of Ahmednuggur and his talooka, this argument would have been, in 
my opinion, unanswerable I and on the receipt of Mr. Pawcett^s letter, a 
copy of which is now transmitted, I applied in consequence for a copy of 
the deed alluded to in the 5th paragraph. In reply, that officer has 
furnished me with translations of three different Treaties and the deed of 
adoption of Sugram Sing's younger son, Pertab Sing, by Zalum Sing's 
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widow. The first of these Treaties is in the name of Zalum Singr alone, 
and dated in Sumbut 1850 (a. n. 1793-94), conferring upon Mm the 
whole of the Mourassa Pergutinah; and the last is in the names of Zalum 
Sing, Ameer Sing, and Indur Sing, dated in Sumbut 1861 (a. n. 1804-5), 
and agrees to refrain from eommitting any hind of treachery against 
these Chiefs themselves and their Mootmddees, and servants, and 

from molesting in any way the pergunnahs of Mourassa, Byer, Wussyr, 
and Ghorewarra, their ryots, merchants, or shrofls; the remaining one, 
dated in Sumbut 1851 (a. d. 1794.95), is in the name of Sugram Sing 
and Zalum Sing, and I therefore annex a copy of it. It is not, however, 
by any means conclusive, as it makes no mention of the Ahmednuggur 
Talooka, excepting incidentally in arranging for the payment of the 
Salamee due to it from certain Edur villages: and while it distinctly assigns 
the whole of the Mourassa Pergunnah to Zalum Sing, it confers that of 
Byer upon Sugram Sing, although his pergunnah is included in the 
Treaty above mentioned as having been made with the three younger 
brothers ten years afterwards. It goes, however, to prove the intimate 
connection which is asserted, and, no doubt with truth, to have subsisted 
from the first between the four brothers, including the Rajah of Ahmed- 
nuggur, in their opposition to their nephew, Gumbur Sing, the late Rajah 
of Edur. 

The possessions of the younger brother, moreover, Indur Sing, have 
always been regarded as forming a part of the Edur Talooka, and are now 
enjoying xxnder the Rajah of Edur by the four sons of that Chief f they 
are, however, including the share of the Ghorewarra Talooka, situated more 
in the neighbourhood of Edur: and Indur Sing himself was blind, I 
believe, from his infancy, and appears separately to have made his peace 
with the head of the family and afterwards to have rcvsided at Edur. The 
Mourassa and Byer Pergunnahs, on the other hand, are situated at a 
distance from Edur, the Ahmednuggur Talooka intervening between the 
Edur villages and them. This flaw, however, cannot but be regarded as 
a very material one to any claim founded on the right of conquest alone, 
and, when taken in conjunction with the several Treaties which were at 
different times entered into between the late Rajah of Edur and Zalum 
Sing in his own name only as the possessor of Mourassa, make it exceed- 
ingly doubtful how far the Ahmednuggur right to succeed to Mourassa 
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could liave been upheld had the claim of the Edur Chief been advanced on 
the death of Purtab Sing-, the son adopted by Zalum Singes widow, after 
his death. 

“ Zalum Sing, however, was killed at Annleeara so far back as Sumbut 
J86.3 (a. d. 1806-67}, upon which, with the assistance of the Gaekwar 
Government, his widow immediately adopted Sugram Sing's younger son, 
Purtab Sing: the elder, Kurn Sing, afterwards succeeded bis father as 
Eajah of Ahinednuggur. In Sumbut 1872 (a. d. 1815-16) the Edur 
Kajah, Gumbur Sing, succeeded, through intrigue and the payment 
of largo sums w nustzuranci to the Gaekwar Government and its officers, 
in getting the Mourassa Pergunnah made over to him to the exclusion ot 
Purtab Sing, who appears to have been on the point of resorting to 
Barwattya to assert his right, when our Government succeeded to the 
Peishwa's share of these pergunnahs. The ease was then brought to 
the notice of the Collector, Mr. Dunlop, and by him to that of Goveni- 
menh, in a letter to the address of the Chief Secretary dated 7th June 
1818. The following year, Sumbut 1875 (a. d. 1818-19), Purtab Sing 
was reinstated in his rights through that officer and the Resident at 
Baroda; but he died, I believe, before reaching Mourassa, and the revenues 
of that pergunnah have ever since been enjoyed by Kurn Sing, the Rajah 
of Ahmednnggur, and after his death by his son, Prithee Sing, the late 
Rajah of part of the Ahmednuggur Talooka. It is true that Prithee 
Sing, although the eldest son of the Ahmednvjggur Rajah, was either 
adopted* or said to have been so by Purtab Sing before his death; but 
this Was done in so irregular a manner, as described in my letter of the 
28th January 1840, and without any sanction on the part of the 
Gaekwar or the British Government, that it is impossible to imagine 
Gumbur Sing’s having allowed the Ahmednuggur Rajah quietly to enjoy 
the Mourassa revenues on that title alone ; and on whatever grounds he 
may have refrained at that time from prosecuting his claim, the right of 

• I find this adoption alluded to in the following terms in the 5th paragraph of a 
letter from Colonel Ballantino to Mr. Chief Secretary Newuham's address dated 6th 
September 1824, five or six years after it had taken place 

It is known to Oovcrnment that Purtab Sing deceased on the road before he reached 
Monrasso, and the subsequent adoption by Kurn Sing of bis own son to these possessions 
appears to hare been a measure of his own, which, if confirmed, leaves him, at all 
events, liable to the obligation subscribed by Purtab Sing, Ac., *0. 
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Tukfc Sing to succeed to that part of the possessions enjoyed by his 
fiither and brother and nephew^ the late infant Chiefs for a period of 
upwards of twenty years/could not iiovv^ I humbly conceive^ be justly 
interfered with under any cireurastances. 

That part of the dispute, howeveiy which remains regarding the 
eventual succession to the Byer Pergunnah, which is still enjoyed by one 
of the daughters of Ameer Sing, would have been a very delicate and 
difliciilt one justly to decide, neither party having ever enjoyed it, and 
the claims of each of the. Chiefs to It being, as above described, so exceed- 
ing conflicting. Fortunately, however, there is the clearest proof that the 
two former Kajahs, Gurnbur Sing and Kuril Sing, met at Ahmednuggnr, 
and settled the whole of their disputes by an amicable agreement through 
the intervention apparently of Colonel Ballaritine, although nothing on 
the subject is to be found on the records of this Office, A ti’anslatioa 
of Agreement thus effected was submitted with niy letter of the 6tli 
February ISld, and gives up on the part of Edur all claims to the 
Mourassa Perguunah and its dependencies, providing also for the even¬ 
tual divisio|iof Byer between the two States in the proportion of oue-third 
to Ahmednuggnr and two-thirds to Edur. The writing to this effect which 
I have seen is that given by Knrn Sing, the late Rajah of Alunednuggur, 
and his sous, Prithee Sing and Tukt Sing, to Gurnbur Sing, the former 
Rajah of Edur. It is dated in Sumbiit 1883 (a. b. 1827-28), and as it 
IS executed in the name of the reigning Chief himself, and makes no men¬ 
tion of the adoption of Prithee Sing, although his name and that ^ the 
present Chief, Tnkt Sing, are likewise included in it, I can see no reason 
whatever why it should not now be acted on. Tukt Sing, it is true, has not 
yet produced the counterpart of it, ivbich is doubtless in his possession, 
and owing to the reference now under reply, I have not lately pressed 
him on the suljject; but «as soon as I am favoured with the instructions of 
Govenimeut, I shall again take it in hand, and am still sanguine of being 
able to satisfy both the young Chiefs and their advisers of the justice 
and propriety of abiding by the settlement of these disputes effected by 
their.own fathers upwards of 15 years ago. 

^*^With regard to the right of our Government to succeed to tlie 
Marwarree share of the Mourassa and Byer Perguniiahs, for which Sir 




Eobert Arbutlmot conteiifled, in preference to either Edur or Ahmedniig- 
gur, and Mr. Fawcett appears inclined to support against Edur, I am free 
to confess that I cannot at all comprehend on what it is founded. 1 am 
not aware that it has ever been the custom of our Goyerument to exclude 
even remote collateral heirs from succeeding to TFantcis on other sbaies 
enjoyed by their ancestors in Government villages, always provided they 
have been able clearly to prove their titles as helr.s; and I cannot, therefore, 
understand on what principle we could prevent the present Chieis of Edur 
and Ahmednuggur, who are second cousins, succeeding each other in their 
family possessions, which happen to he situated within our jurisdiction, 
hut to which their right is considerably more ancient and quite as well 
founded as that we possess to our own share. Neither am I of opinion 
that either of these Chiefs would willingly agree to give up the right to 
collect their own revenue from the lew villages in which they hold a 
share with our Government, as suggested by Mr. Fawcett towards the 
close of bis letter; and as the threatened disturbances alluded to by that 
ofScer were owing entirely to our abolishing the transit duties of Mourassa 
without consulting’ the Chief on the subject, and not to any dispute 
regarding our respective shares of the revenue, I feel assured that 
Government will not be disposed to press this point in opposition to the 
wishes of the Chiefs concerned. With regard, indeed, to the Kmha towns 
of Mourassa, HursOle, and Byev, I am fully satisfied that nothing short of 

compulsion would induce them to give up their shares, and it would be 

necessary, for the sake both of justice and consistency, to make the same 
arrad'genient with the Edur Chief tor idursole, and with both again for 
Byer, that might be required of the Ahmednuggur Rajah in the case of 
Mourassa. It must likewise be borne in mind that they value these 
Kusbas, not so much for the revenue they yield, as from a feeling that 
such possessions add to their rank and respectability as Chiefs; whereas 
to our Government they are worth no more than the revenue derived 
from them, and the amount of compensation, therefore, which ive should 
consider it worth while to grant the Chiefs, even if they did give up their 
shares, would he estimated on the average of their revenues from them 
for a series of years. To this, it must he self-evident from what I have said, 
that neither of them would ever consent; and as I humbly conceive it 
would be as unjust as impolitic to enforce any such arrangement against 



their will, I would strongly- recommend that no proposal of the kind 
should be made to the Rajah of Ahmeduuggur in the case of Mourassa 
now more particularly under discussion/' 


10. On the 18th August last the Political Commissioner for 
Guzerat was directed to inform Captain Lang that the opinion of the 
Judges of the Sudder Adawlut had been requested on the three points 
alluded to in paragraph 8 of this Summary, and at the same time to 
intimate to Captain Lang that the q[uestion of the right of the British 
Government to resume, in consequence of the death of the late infant 
Rajah, the share of Mourassa enjoyed by him in suecession to his deceased 
father, Prithee Sing, appeared to Government to hinge upon these three 
points. In reply to this intimation, Captain Lang, in the accompanying 
letter, remarks that, although, if the Judges of the Sudder Adawlut 
should answer these points in the affirmative, the view taken by them 
on the subject would be conclusive in confirmation of the present Ahmod- 
nuggur Rajah's right to the Mourassa possessions, which have always 
belonged to the Marwarree share of that per'gunnah, still a contrary 
decision upon either, or all, of these points would not, in his opinion, by 
any means be sufficient to set aside that Chief's claim, inasmuch as 
he urges it altogether independent of the adoption, on the ground of the 
pergunnah having formed a part of the Ahmednuggur Talooka ever 
since it was wrested by conquest from the Rajah of Edur, Captain Lang 
at the same time observes that, as respects this original right, there is 
doubtless much to be said on both sides of the question, but that a much 
stronger claim on the part of Ahmednuggur consists in the undisturbed 
possession of the Mourassa villages for upwards of 20 years, which, 
he observes, it can hardly be conceived would have been submitted to by 
Edur had the Rajah of that place looked upon the very irregular and 
entirely unsanctioned adoption of Prithee Sing as the only ground oif 
which Kurn Sing, the Rajah of Ahmednuggur, continued to retain 
possession of Mourassa after his brother Purtab Sing's death. 

11. Captain Lang further states, with reference to the last of the 

‘^Wiiefchertli© blood relations three queries submitted for the opinion of the 

of A. can acquire a right to Sudder Adawlut, that it is not 

property originally belonging i / i 

to the adoptive father of A..” as the blood relations ot the adopted son 
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alone that the Ahmeduuggar and Edur families have a right to Monrassa 
before any claim that can be advanced in behalf of the British Govern¬ 
ment, since it must not he lost sight of that Zalum Sing of Mourassa, 
who first adopted a son, was the full uncle of the then Rajah of.Edur and 
Alimednuggur, Gumbur Sing, and Kurn Sing, as also of Purtab Sing 
(Kurn Singes younger brother) when he adopted; and that, as, if he had 
not adopted a son, his possessions must, as a matter of course, have 
reverted either to Edur or Ahmednuggur, or possibly have been divided 
in some way between them, he conceives that it stands to reason that 
his adoption of a son, whether he had belonged to the same family or to 
an entirely different one, cannot interfere with their right as heirs foiling 
the direct line of descent from Zalum Sing, This adoption, Captain Lang 
observes, merely prevented their succeeding at the time by giving Zalum 
Sing a son; but that, if they had a right, which he conceives cannot be 
questioned, to succeed him had the direct line then become extinct, 
they must, as a necessary consequence, have pi’ecisely the same right to 
succeed his son or his grandson under similar circumstances/^ 

(Sd.) J- E* Willoughby, 

The %Qih fehmary 1843. Secy, to GovL of Bombay. 


From the Secretaay to Q-ovemment of Bombay, to J, Thomason, Esq., Secretary 
to Government of India, Political Department, Fort William,—hlo. 187-2741, 
dated the 2nd November 1843, 

In continuation of my letter, No. 184, dated the 30ih ultimo, 
regarding the succession to the State of Jodhporo consequent on the 
death of the late Maharaj, I am directed to transmit to you, for sub¬ 
mission to the llight Plon^ble the Governor General of India in Council, 
copy of a farther letter, and of its enclosures, from the Political Commis¬ 
sioner for Guzerat, No. 201, dated the 26th ultimo, on the subject. 

2. In forwarding these documents, I am desired to state that the 
Hon^ble the Governor in Council deems it very desirable that the ques¬ 
tion alluded to in Mr. Boyd^s communication should be decided upon 
as soon as possible. 
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From tliG Political Gommissioner for G-iizerat and Pesielent at Baroda, to J. P * 
W to Goyernnient of Bombay,-~-2lTo. 201, dated 

the 26th October 1843. 

In continuation of my letter of the 24tlv instant, No, 200, regarding' 
the succession to the guddee of Jodhpore, 1 haye the honour to submit, 
for the information of the HoiFble the Governor in Council, another 
communication, in original, from Captain Lang, dated the 22nd idem, 
No* 623, on the same subject. 


From Captain W. Lano, Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, to W. S. Boyd, 

Esq., Political Oommissioner and Resident, Baroda,—No. 623, dated Saira, 

the 22nd October 1843* 

With reference to my letter of the 20th instant regarding the 
eventual disposal of the Ahrnednuggur Talooka consequent on the adop¬ 
tion of Maharajah Tukt Sing into the Jodhpore family, I have now the 
honour to annex translations of the letter received last night from ray 
Head Karkoon after his arrival at Ahraednuggur, and of two other 
communications received this day, one from Tukt Sing’s infant son, 
Juswunt Sing, but signed by one of the Ranees, and the other from the 
Karkoon deputed by me to remain at Ahrnednuggur for the purpose 
of superintending the management of affturs there and preventing any 
disturbance, pending the receipt of the iustructions of Government. I shall 
lose no time in writing to the Ranee on the gross impropriety of the 
conduct of her peojde in refusing to admit the Government Mehta and 
the few Sowars who accompanied him into the town, and on the breach 
of the Agreement entered into by the late Maharajah Prithee Sing when 
the Talooka was restored to' him in 1836, which will be involved if the 
large number of extra Sebiindee which appear to have been entertained 
are not immediately discharged; I shall also, of coarse, assure her of pro¬ 
tection against Edur pending the receipt of the orders of Government 
regarding the Ahraednuggur succession, but distinctly intimate at the 
same time that I have not the authority to recognize any one as Chief of 
that State till the question has been settled by the HoiPble Board, when 
the earliest intimation shall be sent to her. Measures shall also* be 
adopted to guard against any attempt on the part of Edur to disturb the 
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peace, and I purpose myself proceeding as soon as possible to Bliopal, in 
order to be near the spot to prevent any ontbreak. All this will, I doubt 
not, produce the desired effect for the present; but if it be decided that 
the Ahmednnggur family cannot be allowed to retain that Talooka, it is 
possible that a show at least of force may be necessary to deprive them 
of it, and it, therefore, appears doubly desirable that whatever arrange¬ 
ments may be determined upon with regard to Ahmednuggur should he 
required to be agreed to by Maharajah Tukt Sing himself at Jodhpore 
as one of the conditions of our Government confirming him in the 
succession to that State. 

2. It will be observed that mention is made in my Head Karkoon’s 
letter of the young Ahmednuggur Maharajah having been adopted by 
the widow of the late Rajah Prithee Sing, Tukt Sing’s elder brother; 
but as he died so far back as December 1839, and his posthumous son 
and heir in September 1841, when Tukt Sing was recognized as his 
successor, I imagine an adoption of this kind can never be allowed to the 
injury of the party to whom the State would otherwi^'elapse. If the 
case, however, has to be referred to the Hindoo Haw. Oflicers of the 
Adawlut, it will doubtless add to the intricacy of the question, and thus 
cause additional delay in settling it, which forms another strong reason 
for includitig the negotiation on this subject in any new arrangement 
which may be made with Maharajah Tukt Sing at Jodhpore before 
his succession to the Marwar guddee is finally confirmed by the British 
Government. The Ranee’s letter now forwarded, or rather that in the 
name of Juswunt Sing himself, makes no allusion to, the adoption, nor did 
the one from Tukt Sing forwarded with my letter of the 20th instant; 
but from wbat I have heard from other sources, it took place, as stated by 
my Head Karkpon, on the 19th instant, the clay before Tukt Sing started 
for Jodhpore., i’he irregularity and impropriety of taking such a step 
without the ooiicarrence of Government are, in all probability, the reason 
of the silence dbserved regarding it; and I have no doubt, after the 
invitation which was Sent from the Ranees of Jodhpore for Juswunt 
Sing likewise to proceed there as heir apparent, that it emanated more- 
from, the bad advice of the Karbarees and other dependants of the 
Ahmednuggur family, who wcmkL of course, lose so much by the transfer, 
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of tlie Talooka to' Ediir, than from any wisb of Tiikfc Sing himself to 
increase still more the animosity existing between the Ediir and Ahmed- 
nuggixr families, 

8, If you agree with me in the view I have taken of the subject, 
it will be necessary to address the Governor GeneraFs Agent at Ajmero 
regarding it without delay, sending him afterwards, as soon as you 
receive it, the decision of the Bombay Governmetit as to the disposal of 
the Ahmednuggur Talooka, I shall also feel obliged by your bringing 
this communication to the early notice of the Hon^ble Board and obtain¬ 
ing the necessary instructions for my guidance with the least conveuient 
delay. Your own sentiments on any point on which you may consider 
that I have taken an erroneous view would also, iu the meantime, be very 
acceptable. 

4. As regards the disrespectful conduct of Juggecwan Dessaee and 
Gowree Sunkur Mehta towards the Karkoon sent by me to remain at 
Ahmeduuggur, I am desirous first of hearing what excuse tlvey can give 
for themselves before offering any opinion of the notice which should be 
taken of it, with a view to the due support of our authority in this 
province. Juggeewan has long been the principal Karbaree of the 
Ahmednuggur State, and is a man of an intriguing disposition, having, 
moreover, within the last year or two, been suspected by tlie Chief himself 
to have misappropriated the revenues to a considerable extent; the 
other is a subordinate Karkoon oi very indifferent charaeter, and has only 
lately been employed at Ahmednuggur. After making full enquiries, 
however, and seeing the effect of the measures 1 have now adopted, I shall 
do myself the honour of reporting further on this subject at an early 
date. The coolies assembled at Ahmednuggur, it will be seen, have in a 
great measure dispersed, and I shall write to the Collector of Ahmedabad, 
and have directed letters to be written to our District Officers at Peraunty 
and Mourassa, to request that the Kmhatees and coolies belonging to our 
own pergunnahs may be warned against taking service at present with 
the Ahmednuggur Chief, and informed that, as the levy of extra Sehundee 
there is contrary to agreement with our Government, if any; disturbance 
takes place, every individual concerned in it will be held personally res¬ 
ponsible, and subject himself to punishment accordingly. 
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From Venaik Bow Mahadow Roav, Head Karkoon to the Agent, to Captain 
Lang-, Politioal Agent ill the Mahee Kanta. 

■ I HAVE to report to you that, after leaving you on Friday, the. 20th 
instant, 1 arrived here about 12 o'clock that night, and had intelligence from 
the village that the Maharaj had left Ahmednuggur that morning and pro¬ 
ceeded to Shewghur, and in the evening to Peramlee. I hear his halting- 
place to-day is Buruiiggar, and from thence he proceeds direct to Palanpore, 
thence a stage further, where a palamjuin dS.k is stationed: the people 
accompanyiug the Maharajah will halt there whilst he goes on quickly to 
Jodhpore. This is the inteutiou, and Dessaee Juggeewan informs mo it 
is the Maharajah's intention to arrive, if possible, at Jodhpore by the 2nd 
of Kartick Sood (25th instant), so as to spend the Dewalee festival there; 
but this will be impossible, as to-morrow (Monday) is the principal day, 

I intend, if possible, being at Peramlee to-day at noon. When I 
arrived here I got the Dessaee to write a letter, and sent it by two 
Sowars to stop the Maharajah, and when I see him I shall uridersband 
everything, and giving him your letter get his reply* 

The Maharaj has proceeded alone, leaving his Ranees and family here, 
his eldest son also, on the night of the 19th. The Maharajah placed his 
eldest son on the lap of his brother Maharaj Prithee Sing's widow, and 
consigned the throne here to him : there were written Agreements passed, 
and the Sirdars and Puttawuts signed them. I have been given to under¬ 
stand the papers of the State are to be signed by tlie Baecs, and the 
administration of the estate is consigned to Dessaee Juggeewan, who 
tells me the Maharajah told him to take charge for the present. 

I have enquired regarding the Sebundee entertained, and find that, 
besides those the Maharajah has taken with him, there are here about 
450 as follows 

Foot, 

100 The Thakoor of Wagpore, iiis son and followers. 

60 Of the Bheels of Waoreo. 

40 The Sanbar Kanta village of Happa. 

50 Jemadar Buldad Soorujmnl and his brother. 

100 Belonging to different villages of the Perannty and Mourassa Pergunnahs. 

15 Hujoo Myan of Peratinty. 

7 Belonging to the Thakoor of Wagpore. 

15 From various villages. 
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This is the nutuber of persons assembled in the village^ and it is the 
intention of the Dessaoe to entertain more horse and foot from Eyraloo 
and other places. 

I have told the Dessaee not to eiitertaiii any SebnndeeV but I will 
write more fully on my return. 

1 have directed Karkoon Amrut Lull to retmm to the Huzoor/and 
liave left Sudasew Bhovv here with 25 Sowars ; but the Komwar being 
here^ what are your wishes regarding the management ? Your orders will 
be required particularly about this. What more can I write? This is 
iny fetatement. I will write all I hear afterwards. 


From, Mahahaj Siireb JuswtrKT Sikojee, of Ahrnednuggur, to Cafiiaih Lako, 
Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta. 

When the Maharaj Tnkt Singjee left this for Jodhpore, he gave 
oybr the possession and management of this estate to me, and I am con¬ 
ducting it according to the custom amongst us ; whatever business you 
may liave with it shall be duly taken in hand and carried out. Let the 
Sirkar be satisfied of this, The Sirkar has sent out Sedasew Row, Ear- 
kooii, with 25 Sowars/on account of the enmity prevailing between us 
and Edur. I have given my garden bungalow for them to reside in, and 
they will be on the alert. Your kindness in sending Bala Sahib with 
an escort to accompany Maliaraj Tukt Singjee has been very groat, I 
will send a Karbarec to the Huzoor iu a few days for the settlement of 
the Ainleearaand Byer claims, and shall continue to exercise the control 
I have of the estate with due deference to the Sirkar^s wishes, 

Stinewar Assoo Wud 18th Sumbnt 1899, corresponding to 21st 
October 1843, 

Underneath the signature of the Rauee. 


Prom Seuasew R 4 .\iAJEE, Karkooii., to 0 attain Lano, Political Agent in th© 

Mahee Kanta. 

Agreeably to your orders, I accompanied Venaik Row on the 20th 
instant, and arrived here that night at 12 okdock, encamping outside the 
town ; the next morning Venaik How, having reported every thing to you, 
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left this for Pahlunpore. I went with him to the river, and on my return 
was about entering the town, when I wa^ stopped by an assembly over 
the gate of some 50 Rajpoots and Bheels, who bad their matchlocks all 
ready lighted, and who told me I was not at liberty to enter the town. I 
asked them, why ? and they told me it was Dessaee Juggeewaids orders that 
no one should enter: they made a great dispute with my Sowars, and it 
was evidently their intention to threaten me. I saw this, and, leaving the 
place, went and put up outside. The Dessaee was sent for by me once or 
twice after this, but he never came, nor sent me a perwanah to enter the 
town ; the third time that I sent, Gowree Sunker came to me; I remon¬ 
strated with him, and he wrote a letter to the Dessaee, on which he (the 
Dessaee) came to me, and I told him you had written to the Maharaj that 
I had been sent here, and that I had come here alone for their benefit. 
This I reiterated to him several times, but, by Gowree Sunkur’s bad advice, 
he said he had no orders to allow me to enter the town, and that he 
would not; he told me to put up outside, and that he had nothing to do 
with me; he said also he would write to the Maharaj, and if he sent 
orders, I should be allowed to enter. In this manner did he, without writ- 
in«' even to the Maharaj, reply without any fear of the Sirkar before his 
eyes • he only said I might enter myself alone if I wished in the way of 
friendship, but 1 told him I could not do this without my people were 
also allowed, and that friendship must be thrown aside when the Sirkar s 
business required it. I told them I should write all this to you, vyhen the 
Dessaee and Gowree Sunkur said, both, “by all means Report it, and 
with his disrespectful rejoinder and tone they have adopted. Without the 
Sirkar’s interference how shall I be able to get on here? Therefore be pleased 
to make arrangements that I may enter the town. Without the Sirkar’s 
assistance I shall be useless, and no one will hold me in account; therefore 
send me detailed orders as to what are to be my duties here, when they 
shall be performed. 1 have spoken to the Happa Mehta and the Thakoor, 
and got them to dismiss the Bheels of that place; there are some 8 or 
10 of the Waoree Bheels here, but they will go likewise. The Durbar 
Karbaree is composed of Juggeewan Dessaee, Gowree Sunkur, and Gela, 
who are here. Roopram has gone to escort the Maharajah, hut will return. 
Hurjeewan alone will remain with th5 Maharajah. All the gates of the 
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town are guarded by some ^0 men eaeh, and there are about 40 Sowars in 
the Paga : there are also about 200 or 250 Sebundees ; they have hitherto 
been in great fear of Edur^ and their intention is not to give up a morsel 
of the estate until the Jodhpore and Ahmednuggur farces are annihilated, 
and this the Dessaee says also : this is what I have to report. Karkoon 
Atnrut Lull proceeds to-da}^ to the Huzoor agreeably to orders^ and will 
personally relate everything* he pleased to send me orders in reply to 
this: this is my statement, 

Assoo 'Wud 14th Surabutl899, corresponding to 22nd October 1848. 


From E. Cubiue, Esq., Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, 

to J. P. Willoughby, Esq., Secretary to Government of Bombay,—Ho. 

1094, dated Fort William, the 13th Hoyember 1848, 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your despatches of 
80th ultimo and 2nd instant, Nos. 184 and 187, with their respective 
enclosures. 

2, I am directed by the Governor General in Council to desire 
that you will move the Governor in Council of Bombay to give instruc- 
tions to Captain Lang, the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, for 
the immediate withdrawal of all persons in the service of his Agency 
from the Ahmednuggur State, unless their presence should be required 
for the protection of that State against any hostile movement from 
Edur. 

8. The Governor General in Council, as at present informed, is not 
prepared to advance any claim on the part of the British Government 
to any portion of the territories of any branch of the house of Edur, or 
to take any measures for the purpose of transferring to the elder branch 
of the house of Edur the territory of Ahmednuggur^ or any portion 
thereof. 

4. Captain Lang will inform the ruling Authorities in Ahmeds 
nuggur and the Ranee of Edur that the .British Government will not 
permit any reference to arms of the differences between the two branches 
of the Edur ifamily. 



AHME0NUGGDR SUCCESSION, 


31 


From the Secretary to Government of Bombay, Political Department, to F. 
CuBRiE, Esq., Secretary to Governmeiiti of India, with the Eight Hon’ble 
the Governor General, Camp,—No. 8-2936, dated the 28rd November 1848. 

In continuation of my letter, No. 7, dated the 18th instant, regard¬ 
ing the succession to the sovereignty of Jodhpore, I am directed by the 
Hou’ble the Governor in Council to transmit to yon, lor submission to 
the Right Hon'ble the Governor General of India, copies of two further 
despatches from the Political Commissioner for Guzerat and Resident at 
Baroda, Nos. 220 and 221, dated the 15th of the same month, and to 
request the particular attention of His Lordship to Captain Lang’s letter, 
dated the 8th instant. No. 670. 


From W. S. Botu, Esq., Political Commissioner for Guzerat and Resident at 
Baroda, to J. P. Willoughby, 1|1sq., Secretary to Government, Bombay,— 
lS[o. 220, dated the loth November 1843, 

In reference to my letter of the 12th instant, No. 218, I beg to 
forward Captain Langes further despatch, dated the Stli idem, No. 670, 
on the subjeel of the Jodhpore successions. 


From the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, to W. S. Boyd, Esq., Political 
CommisBioner and liesident at Baroda,—No, 670, dated Satnlajoe, the 8th 
November 1843, 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 2nd instant and 
the copy of your despatch of the same date, to the address of Mr. Secre¬ 
tary Willoughby, which accompanied it, on the subject oi the succession 
to Ahmednuggur consequent on the adoption and election of Maharajah 
Tukt Sing to the throne of Marwar, I have the honour to inform you 
that it is entirely on the ground that Tukt Sing is acting contrary to 
any Rajpoot usage which we can recognize and sanction in justice to the 
Edur State and its young Chief that I so strongly advocate the rqversiou 
of Ahmednuggur to the parent principality. There can, I imagine, 
be but one opinion, that sound policy calls still more loudly for the 
measure, and under the peculiar circumstances of Maharajah Tukt Sing’s 
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succession to Jodhpore^ in supersession of the elder branch of his own 
family, I should hope that the Government of India, if necessary, would 
be disposed to take up the question on this ground alone. This is a 
point, however, which it would he presumptuous in me to press after 
having stated my humble but confident opinion that the continued 
tranquillity of the Mahee Kanta for years to come will mainly depend 
on its being kept as independent of Marwar influence as it has heretofore 
been. The justice of the Edur claim to Ahmednuggur, however, is a 
question on which I deem it my duty to offer a few observations, as you 
appear to entertain some doubt on the subject; and I trust in the view 
I have all along taken on this point, whichever of the two Chiefs had been 
adopted into the Jodhpore family, that I have not allowed my idea of 
the policy of the question to interfere, beyond requiring that any prece¬ 
dents on which we might sanction the retention by the future Sovereign 
of Marwar of a dependency in IhLs province should be founded on some 
unquestionable basis. 

2. The grounds upon which Maharajah Tukfc Sing may set up his 
claim to retain Ahmedmiggm* in his family must, I imagine, be one of 
the three following ;—in his own right in addition to Marwar, as 
having formerly belonged to him ; 2nd, in the right of bis eldest son, who, 
of course, was heir to it in the event of bis death; and in the right of 
his SOB as the adopted child of his elder brother Prithee Singes widow. 
Colonel Sutherland in his reply to iny letter on this subject, a copy of 
which was forwarded to you on the 6th instant, alludes to one other 
mode of disposing of the Ahmednuggur Talooka, viz,, the election of a 
successor to Tukt Sing hy the Sirdars and others having a right to 
choose a Ruler for themselves. Such a system, however, is not recognized 
even in the Edur State, as far as my knowledge extends, although it has 
its Puttawuts and inferior Chiefs somewhat on the model of 

Marwar and the other larger States ^)f Rajpootana; and it would never, 

I imagine, for a moment, be asserted in Ahmednuggur, wdiieh, having 
originally been merely the appanage of a younger son, has nothing 
pretending to the title of Sirdars, excej)< two or three of the most petty 
description of Chiefs, only one of whom, as far as I am aware, enjoys 
more than the produce in grain of a single village. 
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8. As regards, then, the first tenure I have mentioned on which 
Maharajah Tukt Sing may claim Ahmednuggur, that of keeping it in 
his own right, I consider it fully disposed of by the reply received by 
Government last year from the Sudder Adawlut regarding the disputed 
euccession to the Mourassa Pergunnah, which decided that, according to 
Hindoo Law, an adopted son forfeited all claim to the property of his 
actual father. Having left last year’s records at Sadro for the purpose 
of being bound up, I regret that I cannot refer you to the date of the 
letter containing this decision as that of the Law Gfficers ot the Adaw¬ 
lut in the supposititious case suhinitted to them, but I think you will find 
it some time in August of last year; and I am pretty sure that I have 
rightly quoted it. It I have done so, it would surely, under the encurn- 
stances under which we are now called upon to decide on the conflicting 
claims of Edur and Ahmednuggur to the possession of the last men¬ 
tioned talooka, be an act of downright injustice to decide in favour of 
Ahmednuggur on any contrary precedents that might be produced, or 
even on any opinion of the principal Ghiefs of Itajwaira, which the 
preponderating influence of Marwar, as one of its largest States, might 
very possibly succeed in obtaining in favour of Maharajah Tukt Sing’s 
claims. 

4. With regard to the claim of Tukt Sing’s .sou to retain. Ahmed- 
nuo-o-ur as his heir, I am not aware what the decision of the Hindoo Law of 
Adoj)tionEsinterpretecll)y the Law Officers of the Aclawlut would be upon 
this point; but as there can be no doubt^ from the invitation of the Jodh- 
pdre Rnnees to the Mahamjah to take his son with Irirn as heir apparent 
to the Guddee of Marwar, that they now look upon him, equally with his 
father, as a scion of the Royal House of Jodhpore, it stands, 1 humbly 
conceive, to reason that he can have no claim to lus former patrimony, 
even if the Hindoo Law of Siiccession should sanction the anomaly of 
a sou having’ a right to what his father before him lias foideited by 
adoption into another family. Tukt Sing* will easily, I doubt not, get 
this invitation cancelled if necessary, but its having been given at the 
time he was himself elected to succeed the late Maharajah Maun Sing 
sufficiently shows the light in which his sou is regarded by the Marwar 
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.Autlvovities themselves; and in the event of anything happening to 
Maharajah Tukt Sing, his right to succeed to Jodhpore would, 1 inaagine, 
he universally admitted to he valid; so that leaving him for tl»e present 
in charge of Ahmednuggur would in reality be tantamount to Tukt 
Sing’s retaining it himself as a dependency of the Jodhpore State, and 
conld not, I humbly conceive, he allowed without the greatest injustice to 
the Edur Durbar, to whom the talooka originally belonged. The report 
mentioned in my letter of the 20th ultimo of Tukt Sing’s having had 
another son hoi’n to him just as ho was leaving Ahmednuggur for 
Jodhpore turns out, I find, to be unfounded; but even if true, it conld not, 
1 imagine, have affected the merits of the case, the birth not having been 
stated to have .taken place till after the Maharajah’s election as Sovereign 
of Marwar. 

5, The ground, however, on which Tukt Sing himself appears to 
consider himself entitled to retain Ahmednuggur in the family is by 
giving his sou by adoption to his late brother’s widow; hut I think 
I shall he able to satisfy you that this claim on his part is not only 
unreasonable, but altogether untenable. I have already mentioned Tukt 
Sing’s expectation to have succeeded to Edur had the young Chief of 
that place obtained the sovereignty of Marwar; hut if the late Prithee 
Sing s widow can be allowed to adopt a son after having lost her 
husband nearly four years ago and her own son upwards of two, the 
Haiiee of Edur would surely have had a still stronger claim to adopt 
another son from the Soor branch of the family (likewise eligible for the 
succession) had her own son, Jowan Sing, been adopted or elected to the 
Jodhpore throne. Not only, however, did Tukt Sing expect to succeed to 
Edur had this happened, hut, as far as I was able to ascertain, the Edur 
people themselves thought he would have a full right to do so; and 
I have the strongest grounds for believing that when Jowan Sing was 
dangerously ill from small-pox, a few months after I arrived in the 
Mahee Kauta, in the early part of 1839, many of the valuables supposed 
to have disappeared from the Durhar ou the death of the late R.ajah 
Gumbeer Sing, and about which I have lately been enq.niring as forming 
one of the charges against the Ex-Minister, Chajooram, were removed by 
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the llanee^s brother/Peethajee (of course with her consent), to their own 
village of Maunsa, under the knowledge that, if the young Chief died, the 
Ahmednuggur family would succeed to Edur as a matter of course. If, 
therefore, Edur as the parent State would not have been allowed, under 
such cirouinstances, to adopt or elect another Chief for itself, and it is 
thus evident that the parties most deeply iTiterested in the matter had no 
expectation that such a thing could take place, it must follow as a 
necessary consequence that any adoption of the kind in the junior branch 
of the family could never be permitted without gross injustice to the 
young Edur Chief. In fact, the only way in which I ean account for tlse 
Ahmednuggur people for a moment imagining that the claim they have 
put forward to retain that talooka can be recognized by Government is 
by supposing that, instead of resting it on any single one of the grounds 
on which alone it could be justly sanctioned, they mix them up together, 
and hope that the young Maharaj Juswmnt Sing, partly as Tukfc Sing's 
heir, and partly as the adopted son of his late brother, may be allowed, 
fbr the present at least, to represent the Ahmednuggur family, trusting 
to Tukt Sing's influence as Maharajah of Marwar to effect sotne more 
permanent arrangement hereafter. It must, however, I hiimhly conceive, 
be conceded on all hands, that, if Tukt Sing and his son had been removed 
by death, the idea of his late brother's widow being allowed to adopt a sou 
from any other family would never have been entertained for an instant ; 
and ill this case, if I am right in supposing that by Tukt Sing's adoption 
into the Jodhpore House both he and his son are virtually dead, as far as 
Ahmednuggur is concerned, the talooka must necessarily revert to the 
parent State of Edur as a matter of strict and undeniable right. 


From the Political Commissioner for Guzerat and Besiderifc at Baroda, to 
J. P. WiLLOUOHBY, Esq., Secretary to Government, Bombay,—No. 221, dated 
the 15th November 1843. 

With reference to your letter, dated the flOtli October last, 
No. 2723, I beg to hand up copy of Captain Lang's letter, dated the 8th 
instant, No. 672, for the consideration of Government. 
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Captain Lang seems to overlook the advantage accruing to all 
in the abolition of these vexatious duties, and altogether I do not 


fipprove of the tone or spirit which pervades this despatch. 


Reply regarding* bhe cessions 
proposed to be required from 
the Edur Durbar, if the Govern- 
menfc of India approve of Ab- 
mednuggar being reannexed to 
that State. 


From the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, to W. S. Bovo, HJsq., Political 
Commissioner and Besideiit at Baroda,--^hro. 672, dated Samlajee, the 8th 
Kov ember 1843. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the Brd instant, 
No. 877, and its accompaniments, from Mr. 
Secretary Willoughby, regarding the Ahmed- 
nuggur succession, I have the honour, with 
the utmost deference, to iirform you tliat, if 
it is intended to require the Edar Durbar 
to make the concessions mentioned in the 3rd paragraph of Mr, 
Willoughby^s letter of the 30th ultimo to Mr, Secretary Thomason’s 
address as a condition of its receiving back Abiiiednuggur and its 
dependencies, without granting any equivalent for the abolition of the 
transit duties and other cessions required, the effect will, in my humble 
judgment, be exceedingly prejudicial throughout this province, as tending 
to create in the minds of all classes of Chiefs a feeling of alarm that 
Government only awaits some fitting opportunity gradually to appro¬ 
priate their possessions to itself, and thus to shake the high sense 
hitherto entertained, not only of the justice, but of the generosity and 
forbearance, of the ruling power. Insisting on the concessions alluded to, 
and which are, doubtless, most desirable even on the payment of an 
equivalent, would probably be regarded by many as an act of harshness 
towards the young Chiefs considered as he universally is throughout the 
Province as specially under our protection: but, tiuder the circumstances 
of the case, the Durbar could doubtless be persuaded willingly to concede 
this much, and moreover, I trust, convinced that our object in requiring 
it was to benefit all parties. The appropriation by our Government, 
however, of any portion of what they consider their just right, and to 
which vve can surely have no valid claim without either voluntary 
cession or the payment of an equivalent, would be so contrary to the 
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policy which has heretofore been pvirsued towards these petty Chiets^ 
that I am sure I shall be excused for earnestly soliciting the indulgent 
reconsideration of the subject by the Henable Board, 


From the Secjretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, with the 
Govomor General, to J, P. ■WimotroHBT, Esq., Becretai’y to Government 
of Bombay,—No. 47, dated Agra, the 14th December 1843, 

1. AM directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter^ No, 8,, 
dated 23rd ultimo, and its enclosures, relative to the State of Ahmed- 
Tiuggur. 

2. In referring you to my letter, No, 1094, of the 13th ultimo, 
I am directed by the Governor General to request that instructions may 
be given to the Political Coinmissiorier for Guzerat and the Resident 
at Baroda to terminate this correspondeneje, the continuance of which 
can only tend to keep up excitement in the States of Edur and Ahnied- 

nuggur. 

3. I am at the same time directed to observe that the question 
discussed in these papers is one of general policy, to be decided by the 
Supreme Government, 


From MajOB. 0, Thoresby, Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the 
States of Bajpootana, to F, Otjbbie, Esq„ Secretary to Government of 
India, Foreign Department, with the Governor General,—^No. , dated the 

18th December 1843. 

I HAVE the honoitr to enclose to your address two letters which 
were forwarded to me from Bombay by Lieutenant-Colonel Sutherland, 
Agent, .Governor General, in Rajpootana, with a request that I would 
docket and transmit them for submission to the Right Hon'ble the 
Governor General of India in Council. One of them is addressed to the 

Secretary to the Government of India, dated 
Duplicate copy farniabed, 2nd December 1843,'^ referring to 

questions which may arise from the election and adoption of Rajah Tukt 
Sing of Ahmednuggur to the sovereignty of Marwar, and the other is 
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copy of letter submitting a transcript of the former for the information 
of the Hon'ble the Governor of Bombay in Council through the Secre¬ 
tary to the Bombay Government. 


From Lietoenant-Ooionei, J. SeiHEBLAjm, Agent to the Governor General for 
the States of Bajpootana, to F. Corbie, Esq., Secretary to Government of 
India, Foreign Department,—¥o. , dated Bombay, the 2nd Decem¬ 

ber 1843. 

Undek.standing that two questions of some delicacy and difficulty 
are likely to arise out of the late election and adoption of Rajah Tukt 
Sing of Ahmeduug'gnr to the sovereignty of Marwar, I think it proper 
to submit ray sentiments on these questions for the consideration of the 
Eight Hon^ble the Governor General of India in Council, although 
I have relinquished, temporarily, my duties in Rajpootana, because the 
election and adoption were made by the Chiefs of the State and the 
widow of the late Maharajah in communication with me, whilst I exer¬ 
cised political superintendence there. 

2. Isf .—Whether succession amongst the Bhatores be by election ? 
and, if so, within what limit the elective franchise may be exercised? 

There is no question, I think, that within certain limits it is 
elective; the right of election laying with the feudal Chiefs and the 
biethren of the late Sovereign, who will, too, alvvaj's consult and co¬ 
operate in this important matter with his widow or widows, since, to 
render the measure complete, the senior widow has to adopt as her son 
the person so elected. According to the original Hindoo Law, adoption, 

I believe, could only take place during the life-time of the person to 
be .succeeded. But practice appears to have now established the rule 
that the right of adoption may be exercised by the widow in conformity 
with the death-bed injunction of the husband, which, of course, she has 
never any difficulty in declaring that she had received. Under any 
circumstances, the person to be elected must belong to the family (be 
descended from the same ancestor) of the person to be succeeded. But 
it is not at all necessary that he should be the next of kin; on the 
contrary, he may be the most remote. Of this we have constant 
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examples. The recent and important that occurs to me was in the 
Kishengbur principality, also Bhatores. The ilajah of Futtehghur, a 
feudal Chief of the principality/was the nearest of kin, and laid claim 
to the suecession on behalf of his son; but the Chiefs of the State elected, 
and the widow adopted the fourth son of the fourth brother of the 
Futtelighur Rajah, who was, of course, fifteen removes further from the 
throne, according to our views of the rights of primogeniture, than the 
eldest son of the Puttebghiir Eajah. The election and adoption were 
considered perfectly valid throughout llajpootana, and the adopted child, 
Maharajah Prithee Sing, now reigns over Kishengbur in the room of 
Maharajah Mokhern Sing. There was, of course, no hesitation on the 
part of the iigent, Governor General, or on the part of His Lordship in 
Council, in recognizing a Sovereign so constitutionally chosen, although 
the election and adoption were entered into without reference to our 
authority, which must, indeed, generally be the case, since, amongst 
Rajpoots, the king, or head of the house, never dies, and there is not, 
therefore, time for reference. In the houses of feudal Chiefs the same 
rule prevails as in sovereign houses, and the adoption is made without 
any reference to the Sovereign's authority, although the Sovereign is 
entitled to judge of the validity of the adoption where appeals against 
it are made to his authority. But this is always done with great delicacy, 
since, as is said, to force on a widow the adoption of a child might be 
to force her to take a serpent to her bosom, or the child of an enemy of 
the house. 

According to this view of the question, the election and adoption of 
Rajah Tukt Sing to the sovereignty of Marwar is in all respects perfectly 
constitutional, and it has this merit over most elections and adoptions, 
that Tukt Sing is of mature age, and those concerned In this important 
measure are not, like the Kishengbur Authonties and the Authorities in 
most other cases, open to the reproach of having adopted the youngest 
member of the family in order to secure power to themselves daring 
a long minority. 

2, 2 ; 2 i?,~Since Tukt Sing has relinquished bis Ahmednuggur 
Chiefabip for the sovereignty of Marwar, what is to become of this 
possession ? 
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Aliinednuggur/as I understand^ is a branch of t he Edur Houses from 
which it; was separated less than a century ago, becoming, I conclude, the 
portion of a younger son. Edur itself was separated from Marwar some 
generations ago, becoming also, I conclude, the portion of a younger son 
of Marwar; but on this subject I would wish to he understood as 
speaking with hesitation, since both Edur and Ahmednuggur are subject 
to the control of the Political Comnaissioner in Guzerat and the Resident 
at Baroda, and, consequently, anconnected with the Ilajpootana Agency* 

It will be found, I believe, that neither amongst the Bhatores nor 
any other tribe of the Rajpoots or Hindoos, although consisting of 
separate sovereignties, are there any separate or written laws, beyond 
those contained in the general code of the Shasters, and that all 
questions relating to succession are decided more according to precedent 
(common law) than by reference to the Shasters. Precedent, too, as in 
other countries, varies so much, that it is exceedingly difficult to settle 
any one question by reference to it, for precedent for all things will be 
quoted and established to serve a particular purpose. 

The same resolution which on the part of the Chiefs and widows of 
Marwar elected and adopted Tukt Sing to the sovereignty of Jodbpore 
named his eldest son heir apparent to that sovereignty; but I have 
not heard whether the son accompanied his father, or accepted the 
proffered heir apparentship, thus, like him, relinquishing the Ahmed¬ 
nuggur Chiefship, or whether Tukt Sing has not another son who may 
succeed to Ahmednuggur; and this is a question which, if occurring 
in Rajpootana, I should leave to the Chiefs and people of Ahmednuggur 
to decide, subject only to the confirmation of the paramount house 
to which they owe allegiance, whether that house be Marwar, Edur, or 
the British Government. 

Another, and, perhaps, equally intricate, question will arise out of the 
Marwar succession. Suppose that Maharajah Tukt Sing has not a second 
or third son who can take his own place at Ahmednuggur, whether then 
will that Chiefship revert to Edur, from which it was last separated, 
or to Marwar, the common parent of both Chiefships, and be governed 
from Jodhpore? (Hanover to England,) Here, again, precedent will pro¬ 
bably be found amongst Rajpoots both ways. 
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The latest case that occurs to me of this kind was in the Serohi 
principality. Nim had bean assigned many generations ago as a 
provision for a younger son of Serowee. In process of time Nimaj itself 
made an assignment for a younger son,, whose descendant died a few 
years since without heirs. Serowee claimed right of succession to this 
appanage in preference to Nimajj and precedents were referred to in 
support of both claims. But eventually it was ruled that right of 
succession lay with Nimaj, for that although Serowee might claim right 
of succession to Niniaj itself in failure of heirs in her own feudal 
Chiefship, yet that she could not justly lay claim to what had been, 
granted by Nimaj whilst heirs of that house were in existence. 

Although I have not at Bombay held communioation with any 
of the authorities of that Government On these questions^, I think it 
proper to submit^ for the consideration of the Hon'^ble the Governor in 
Council a copy of this letter, through a letter of which the enclosed 
is a copy, since I have had some correspondence on the subject with the 
Political Agent in Maheo Kanta. 


From LiEtJTENANT“CoLOi!fEi; J. SuTiiEBLAKU, Agent to the Governor General for 
; the States of Rajpootana, to J. P. WiLi-avoHBY, Esq., Secretary to Govern- 
nient of Bombay,—No* , dated Bombay, the 2nd December 1843. 

Having had some correspondence with Captain Lang, the Political 
Agent in Mahee Kanta, on the subject of the succession of Rajah Tukt 
Sing of Ahmedimggur to the sovereignty of Marwar, and on the 
questions arising out of that succession, I think it pi'oper to submit, for 
the information of the Hon^ble the Governor in Council, a copy of a 
letter wKich I have this addressed to the Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of India on that subject. 


From the Secretary to Government of India, Foi'eign Department, with the Go* 
vemor General, to Majob G. Tuobesb y, Ofiiciating Agent to the Governor Ge¬ 
neral, Rajpootana,—Ho. 125, dated Camp Hingonah, the 26th Deoembor 1848. 

I AM directed to acknowledge your, letter of the 18th instant, 
enclosing one from Lieutenant-Colonel Sutherland to ray address, under 
date the Sad instant; and with reference to the subject discussed therein. 


r 
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I am directed to request that you will state, for the iuformation of the 
Governor General, what appear to be the feeling’s and desires of the 
Marwar Chiefs as to the future position and rule of the Ahtnediiuggur 
State. 


From Majoii 0. ThoeeSby, Ofeciatiiig Agent to the Governor General for the 
States cyf Rajpoot an a, to F. Cueree, Esq., Secretary to GoveramenF'of India, 
Foreign Department,—IN'o. 14-43» dated Jeypore, the 17th January 1844. 

IjN reply to your despatch, under date the 26th ultimo, No. 125, 
requesting to have stated, for the information of the Governor General, 
what appeared to he tlie feelings and desires of tlie Marwar Chiefs as to 
the future position and rule of the Ahmednuggiir State, I have the 
honour to transmit copy of letter from the PolitioEiI Agent, Jodhpore, 
No. 13, of date the llth instant, representing that the principal 
Sirdars at the capital have concurred iu the opinion that Ahmedauggur 
should be regarded as a distinct sovereignty appertaining to Maharajah 
Juswunt Sing, in right of his adoption by the widow of Maharajah 
Prithee Sing, who was the elder brother of Mtiharajah Tukt Sing, 
and possessor of the sovereignty before him; also that, in consonance 
with prescriptive usage among Rajpoot families, the control of the 
ministration of public affairs appertains to the adoptive mother of 
the Prince. 

2. At the same time I beg leave to enclose copy of Captain 
Ludlow'^s letter, No. 462, dated the 13th ultimo, and of its enclosures, 
which documents have been detained a short time with the view of 
placing at once the whole of the subject in a complete state before 
the Right Hon^ble the Governor General of India. 


From Captain Lvdlow, Political Agent, Jodhpore, to Major Tuorbsey, Offici¬ 
ating Agent to the Governor General for the States of Bajpootatia,—No, 13, 
dated the llth Jaimai’y l844v 

1 HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, No. 
1186, of the 30th ultimo, with its enclosures. No. 125, of the 26th idem, 
from Mr. Secretary Currie, requesting to be informed what would 
appear to be the feelings and desires of the Marwar Chiefs as to the 
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future position and rule of tlie Ahinednug'gur States and, in i*eply, to 
inform you that the principal Sirdars at this capital have coucuvred 
in the opinion that Aliinednugg'ur should be regarded as a distinct 
sovereignty appertaining to Maljarajah Jnswunt Sing by right ot his 
adoption by the widow of Maharajah Prithee Sing on the assumption of 
the sovereignty of Marwar by Maharajah Tiikt Sing. 

2. ^ As regards the exercise of authority within the Chiefship of 
Ahmedhuggur, it is considered by the Marwar Sirdars tliat it appertains, ^ 
by prescriptive custom among Rajpoot , families, to the adoptive mother 
of Juswunt Sing, and that Her Plighness is privileged io malce suclx 
arrangements as she may consider proper for carrying on the adminiBtra¬ 
tion of affairs during the minority* 


Froiti Captain J. LxidlOvv, Political Agent, Jodhpore, to Majoii T no linkin', 
Officiating Agent to the Governoi^ Geiienil for the States, of llajpootana, 
Ajmere,—No. 462, dated the 13th December 1843. 

With reference to Captain Frenches letter, No. 1129, of the 17th of 
November, transmitting, for my information, copies of one. No. 897, of 
the 6th idem, from the Resident at Baroda, and correspondence on the 
subject of the annexation of Ahineduuggur to Edur, consequent upon 
Maharajah Tukt Sing's accession to the sovereignty of Marwar, I have 
the honour to enclose, together with translation,^ a khureeta from the Maha¬ 
rajah and of its aecompaniments, asserting the grounds upon whicli it 
is held by His Highness that Ahmednuggur should not revert to Edur. 

2, A copy of a letter which I have this day addressed to Captain 
Lang, the Political Agent in the Mabee Kanta, in transmi tting the 
Native documents on the subject of the disputed title to Ahmednuggur, 
is transmitted herewith for information. 


Substance translation of a khureeta from Maiiaba.iah Tukt Sing, to the address 
of the Political Agent at Jodhpore, and of date corresponding with the 
12th December 1843. 

(After referring to the friendship which lias always existed between, 
the British Government and himself.) 
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I came here lately from Ahmednuggur to assume the sovereignty of 
Marwar^ from which caiise^ and subsequent to my clepartiire; Captaiu 
Lang wrote to the Majee Saliiba (of Alitnedauggar) to the effect tliut 
the Rajah of Edur lays claim to Ahaiednuggiir. 

My friend/the following is the state of the case :—Among the sons 
of Maharajah Ajeet Sing of Jodhpore, deceased^ two, namely, Maharaj 
Koonwar Anund Sing and Eae Sing, chanced in Sum but T781 to 
go to the frontiers of Serohi and Edur, prior to which Edureea Rathores 
were in possession of Edur, Alimednuggur, Mourassa, &c., and supreme 
authority was vested iu one of their number styled Kao. The personage 
(exercising rule at the above-narned period) was possessed of only 
ordinary capacity. 

At the time of the Soubah of Guzerat being conferred by the 
-Dadshah upon Maharaj TJbhee Sing, orders were-given for bestowing 
upon him the said places, and the event became known far and wide. 
Upon which the whole' of the zemindars and others. of the tract in 
question represented to the two Maharajahs (Anund Sing and Rae Sing) 
that the Soubah of Guzerat having been conferred upon Ubhee Sing, 
and they being his own brothers, they should take possession of the 
places iu question, which they did accordingly. 

Maharaj Anund Sing had one son, whose name was Shew Sing. 

Maharaj Rae Sing hat no son born to him. 

Maharaj Shew Sing had five sons, vi^., BhoWanee Sing, Sugram 
Sing, Zalnm Sing, Ameer Sing, and Iridur Sing. 

Jowan Sing, the son of Gumbur Sing and grandson of Bhowanee 
Sing, is at present (Chief) of Edur. 

Sugram Sing had two sons, Kurn Sing and Purtab Sing, and 
the former remained (succeeded to authority) at Alimednuggur. 

Zalum Sing became settled (in authority) at Mourassa, and having 
no son, he adopted Purtab Sing, wherefore Maharaj Kuril Sing became 
the Chief of the three places, Ahmediiuggiir, Mourassa, and Byer. 

Kurn Sing had two sons, Prithee Sing and myself. Prithee 
Sing was Mookhtar of these three places, and I came here (to Jodhpore)* 
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But prior to this event tbe widows of Prithee Sing adopted my son, 
Juswunt Sing, and retained him at Ahmednuggnr. 


The four sons of Indur Sing are at Soor. 

Juswunt Sing, who has been thus adopted as the son of Prithee 
Sinf by his widows, is residing with them in tbe three places in 
questioij, and conducting the affairs connected therewith in a suitable 
manner through their Chiefs aud administrators. There is no inter¬ 
ruption of any kind to their exercise of authority. 

Now that I have arrived at this capital, the Edurwala requires 
the annexation of Ahraednnggur to his Chiefehip. My friend, under 
the circumstances of the ease he has no claim to these three places; 
the Mookhtaree of Edur belongs to the Chief of that place, and that 
of Ahmednuggur to the Ahmednuggurwala. Moreover, it is the custom 
prevailing throughout Kajusthan that if a son exist, he shall exercise 
rule, and where no son exists, tor the Hanees to adopt one, whereupon 
he becomes the legitimate ruler. 

Formerly Puvtab Sing of Ahmednuggur was adopted as the successor 
of Zalura Sing of Mourassa j the Edurwala referred the case to the British 
Authorities aud to the Gaekwar, but both concurred in doing justice, 
and having annulled the claim of the Edurwala, they continued to 
Purtab Sing his possession of Mourassa. Copies of the papers of the 
period alluded to are sent herewith. It is requisite that you become 
acquainted with their contents, aud that, having translated them into 
English, you send them to the Sudder with a view to the Edurwala 
being prohibited frOm disputing the question of claim, since his title 
is void. 


Substance translation of a note (rendered into Hindeo from the Guzeratee) from 
Anxjnd BiAO, Gaekwar of Baroda, to the addi’ess of Poetab Sing, dated 
Mah Bud the 8th, Sumbut 1875, corresponding with a. d. 1818. 

Zai.um Sing of Mourassa fell at Ableealaree in Sumbut 1863, leaving 
no son; Sugram Sing of Ahmednuggur had two sons, the elder Kurn 
Sing, the younger yourself, and the widow, llanee Chuoreejee, knowing 




Zalum Singes affection for yony received you in adoption, Bapoo Kashee 
and Rajeswuree Roognath MuhOput Eao being the medium of com¬ 
munication on the occasion. 


The last named person wrote to me on the subject, and upon my 
authority sent Bapoo Kashee to Mourassa, who having invested you, 
your adoption became completev You received a dress of houoar from 
the Sirkar (the Gaekwar) upon the occasion, and you assuitied the 
administration of affairs. After this Gumbur Sing the Edurwala 
reflected that, being the head of the family ( Patwee) , he would obtain 
possession of Mourassa, and signified the same to the Sirkar ; upon 
which he caused a paper to be written directing the annexation of 
Mourassa, Byer, and Meghurj to himself. 

Subse(pient to this event, particulars having been fully ascertained, 
it wUvS decided that you being the (adopted) child of an own brother 
(of Sugram Sing), your right was established, and the rule of the 
Edurwala, which had been ordered in writing, reversed. 

The first paper of the Sirkar had been prepared, and the exercise of 
authority thereby granted to Gumbur Sing, but afterwards your 
Vakeel and the Vakeel on the part of Gumbur Sing came to the Sirkar, 
and, having searched out former documents, assembled four Shastrees, 
and caused them to ascertain the rule laid clown in the Shasters. These 
persons pronounced that the adoption was legitimate, and that Gumbur 
Sing of Edur possessed no right or title. Thus it was resolved to make 
over the possession of Zaliim Sing to you. 

I have addressed Gumbur Sing to the eflect that he had no 
title; I now send the letter to you that you may deliver it, obtain 
possession, and exercise authority. 


Substance translation of a document, rendered into llindee from the Gnjseratoe, 
from the Collector of Ahmedabad (names not to be recognized with any 
degree of certainty), and addressed to Maiiaemah Purtab Sing,— dated 
Chuet Bud the 4th, Sumbut 1875, corresponding with a. d, 1818. 

\ouii Karbaree came here regarding your dispute with Gumbur 
Sing of Edur connected with Mourassa, Byer, and Meghurj. He repre. 
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sen ted particulars and showed the written document. I then wrote to 
the Government of Bombay, and orders were received by the Resident 
of Baroda to deliver the places in question to you; they are delivered 
over to you accordingly, and you will exercise authority therein as 
heretofore ; and should any event occur calling for assistance, pray make 
the same known to the Sirkar, and suitable aid will be continued to 
be extended in your behalf. 

The Resident at Earoda having addressed the British Authority 
at Ahmeclabad to cause exchanges of such of your villages and those 
of the British Government as mtiy be suitable to both parties to take 
place, I will report your wishes to the British Government and cause 
exchanges to have effect. 


From Captain J . Ludlow, Political Agent, Jodbporo, to Oa.ptatn Lang, .Political 
Agent in the Mahee Kanta,- — -No. 457, dated the 13th .December 1843. 

With reference to your letter, No. 708, of the 2:2rul ultimo, to 
my address, and its acconapo^nirnents, I have the honour to enclose, for 
information, copies of a khureeta and the dooumeuts annexed thereto, 
which 1 have received from Maliarajah Tukt Sing, on the subject of 
the claim asserted by the Chief of Edur to Abinednuggiir. 


From the Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, with the 
Governor General, to Major C. Thoresby, Officiating Agent to the Governor 
General for the States of .Rajpootana,—No. 176, dated Camp Seunda, the 
27th January 1844, 

I AM directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter. No. 14, 
dated 17th instant, with enclosures, and with reference to the tenor 
of your communication, I am desired to request that you will submit 
the enclosed questions to the Durbars of Oodeypore, Jodlipore, Jeypore, 
Bickaneer, and Boondee, and send me their replies for the information 
of the Governor General. 
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Questions to be submitted to the Durbars,^ 

L If the Chief of a Rajpoot State be elected to the chiefeliip of 
another State^ and accepts the chiefship of such State, does he thereby 
forfeit all his rights of sovereignty in the State first possessed by him ? 

2* If the Chief of a Rajpoot State elected to the guddee of another 
State forfeits all his rights of sovereignty in the State he first possessed;^ 
does the forfeiture extend to his sons ? Are thej?' compelled to adhere to 
the fathers election and to give up the State they would otherwise 
have succeeded to ? 

3. If the sons be compelled to follow the fathers election and 
to give up their otherwise valid rights to the succession to the State 
first possessed^ hre they capable of being adopted or elected as the Chiefs 
of that State? Or does the same circumstance which excludes them from 
succeeding to the guddee of that State by Inheritance exclude them 
from holding it by election ? 

4. If the elected Chief loses his rights, and all his sons lose by 
the election of the father all their rights, to the guddee^ in whom does the 
right of adopting or electing a Chief of that State rest? Or do the 
nearest collateral relations of the elected Chief acquire rights to the 
guddee by the removal of the elected Chief atid his direct heirs? 

5. If the eldest son of an elected Chief, being heir apparent to the 
new chiefship, be adopted or elected to the guddee of the State first 
possessed, and subsequently, on his father^s decease, succeed to the newly- 
acquired State, ill whom does the right of adopting or electing his 
successor to the guddee of the first State rest? 


From MaJOE C. Thobjesby, Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the 
States of Bajpootana, to F. Ctjreie, Esq,, Secretary to Governmont of 
India, Foreign Department, Fort William,-—JIo. 127-636, dated Ajmere, the 
21st May 1844. 

With reference to the instructions conveyed in your despatch. 
No. 176, dated the 27th January last, with enclosure, I have now 




* Oodejporo, Jodhpore, Jeypore, Biokaneer, and Boondee. 
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the honour to sabuiit^ in original, the replies of the Durbars of Oodeypore, 
Jeypore,and Jodlipore, to the questions proposed regarding the forfeiture 
of rights of sovereignty and the succession to them,, accompanied with 
English translations. These papers have been detained here some time 
in the expectation of the receipt of answers fromBooudee and Bickameer, 
which, however, though the application for them has been repeated, 
have not yet arrived; when they do come they shall be forwarded 
separately. 

2. On a careful perusal of the replies now transmitted, it will 
probably appear that those received from Oodeypore and Jodhpore are 
of a character that renders them deserving of but little consideration; 
while, on the contrary, those from Jeypore arc generally correct and. 
appropriate. 

3. The enclosed letter iTom the Officiating Political i\gent at 
Jodhpore, No. 176, dated the 6th ultimo, and its accompanying docu¬ 
ments, bringing to notice that Maharajah Tukt Sing was never the 
Rajah of Ahmednuggur, but merely Regent of that State, the affairs 
of which he managed for his son, Juswunt Sing, who had been raised 
to the guddee by adoption and by the suffrages of the Chiefs, have been 
retained here for the purpose of being forwarded to Government with 
the replies to the queries ; and I beg to add, what will no doubt be 
ill recollection, that, on the 4th March last, I had the honour to report 
the birth.of a second son to Maharajah Tukt Sing horn at Jodhpore. 


Questions, Answers from the Oodeypore JJxirhar, 

1. If the Chief of a Rajpoot L The Chief thus elected for- 
State be elected to the chiefship of feits his rights of Aovemignty in 
another State, and accepts the cliief- the State first possessed by him, 
ship of such State, does he thereby 
forfeit all his rights of sovereignty 
in the State first possessed by 
him ? 

0 



2. If the Chief of it Raj poot State 
elected to the guddee of auothei' State 
forfeits all his rights of sovereignty 
in the State he first possessed/does 
the forfeiture extend to his sons? 
are they compelled to adhere to the 
father's election and to give up the 
State they would otherwise have 
succeeded to ? 

3. If the sons be couipelled to 
follow the father's election and to 
give up their otherwise valid rights 
to the succession to the State first 
possessed, are they capable of being 
adopted or elected as the Chiefs ot 
that State ? Or does the same circum-* 
stance which excludes them from 
succeeding to the guddee of that 
State by inheritance exclude them 
from holding it by election ? 

4«. If the elected Chief loses his 
rights, and all bis sons lose by the 
election of the father all their rights, 
to the guddee, in whom does the 
right of adopting or electing a Chief 
of that State rest? Or do the nearest 
collateral relations of the elected 
Chief acquire rights to the guddee 
by the removal of the elected Chief 
and his direct heirs? 

5. If the eldest son of an elected 
Chief, being heir apparent to the 
new ehiefsliip, be adopted or elected 


St'COitJSSlON. ■ 

Ansmra from iho Oocl&yjoom B'urhwr, 

2. The forfeiture extends to 
his sons, and they imist give up 
the State tliey would otherwise 
have succeeded to. 


3, The younger son of the 
elected Chief if adopted can suc¬ 
ceed to the guddee of the State 
first possessed. 


iu ITie right of adopting rests’ 
with the Chief of the State, and, 
in the event of his death, with 
the Ranees and State Officers. If 
the younger son is not considered 
eligible for adoption, the nearest 
collateral relations of the elected 
Chief acquire rights to the gud¬ 
dee, 

5. The elected Chief or his 
son have no right to the guddee 
of the State first possessed; but 


miST/fy. 
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QuesUone. 

to the g’uddee of tbo State first 
possessed^ and subsequently, on his 
father^® decease, succeed to the newly- 
acquired State, in whom does the 
right of adopting or electing his 
successor to the guddee of the first 
State rest? 


Ans'W&TB from Oodeypeire Dttrhar, 

should they happen to get posses¬ 
sion of it, they have in that case 
no right to the newly-acquired 
State, either during the life-time 
of the father of the elected Chiei, 
or after his decease. The right of 
adopting or electing a successor 
to the guddee rests with the 
authorities of the State. 


Substance translation of replies to questions submitted to the Jeypore Durbar. 


Q,imtions^ 

1 . If the Chief of a Rajpoot State 
be elected to the cliiefship of another 
State, and accepts of the chief- 
ship of such State, does he thereby 
forfeit all his rights of sovereignty 
in the State first possessed by him ? 

2. If the Chief of a Rajpoot 
State edected to the guddee of 
another State forfeits all his rights of 
sovereignty in the State he first pos¬ 
sessed, does the forfeiture extend to 
his sons ? Are they compelled to 
adhere to the father^s election and 
to give lip the State they would 
otherwise have succeeded to ? 


lleplim, 

1. The title of the elected 
Chief becomes extinct as regards 
the former cbiefship, and it is 
vested in his sons or other blood- 
relatives (Bhaeo), 

2. The title of the sons holds 
good as regards the former chief- 
ship. Should a son be bor^n after 
the election of a Chief, the said 
son would become the inheritor 
of the new principality but 
should no son be born after the 
election to the new chiefsliip, the 
eldest of the former children 
would be entitled to succeed to 
the new principality. 

Should there bo but one son, 
an own brother of the elected 
Chief would become the inheritor 
of the former possession ; if the 
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Questions, 


3. If the SOBS be eompelled tp 
follmr the father'^s election aiul to 
give Up tlieir otherwise valid rights 
to the suecessioB to the State first 
possessed^ are they capable of being 
adopted ov elected as the Chiefs of 
that State ? Ot does the same circum¬ 
stance which excludes them from suc¬ 
ceeding to^ the guddee of that State 
by inheritance exclude them from 
holding it by election ? 

4. If the elected Chief loses liis 
rights^ and all his sons lose by the 
election of the father all their rights^ 
to the guddee/in whom does the 
right of adopting or electing a Chief 
of that State rest? Or do the nearest 
collateral relations of the elected Chief 
acquire rights to the guddee by the 
removal of the elected Chief and his 
direct heirs ? 

5. If an eldest son of an elected 
Chief, biding heir apparent to the 
new ohiefship, be adopted or elected 
to the guddee of the State first pos¬ 
sessed, and subsequently, on his 
father'^s decease, succeed to the new¬ 
ly-acquired State, in whom does the 
right of adopting or electing his 
successor to the guddee of the first 
State-rest? 


elected Chief have no brother, 
then the next of kin would pos¬ 
sess the former principality, 

3. Should there be a son (ho 
prior to the election of the parent) > 
his title to the State first held by 
hia father holds good. Should 
the Chief after election have no 
male issuo, hia eldest son may 
succeed (to the new chiefship) 
if elected thereto by the sufcages 
of the Sirdars , 


4. Should there be sons, their 
titles hold good; but iadefault 
of male issue/ own brothers suc¬ 
ceed, and after them the nearest 
collateral relations, who may be 
elected by the Sirdars." 


5. In the event of there behig 
a younger son, he would succeed 
to the first State ; after him the 
Chiefs own brother's title would 
hold good; subsequently to whom 
the nearest collateral relations 
would inherit. 
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Substance of replies by the Marvvar Durbar to the five questions submitted 
through Mb. Cubbie’s letter, No, 176, of the 27th of February. 

Answer to Qtmtion 1st .—The Sovereign retains all his rights over 
his original patrimony (on election to another). 

Answer to (Question Yes, the Sovereign elected to rule over 

a State> retaining his sovereignty in that he originally rtiled^ the sons 
of that Sovereign also retain their rights in that State. 

Answer to Questmi The Sovereign is Ruler of both States, and 

may make any of his sons Ruler of that he originally was Sovereign 
of; both he is master of. 

Answer to Question Uh, —The Sovereign names his successor, but 
should the guddee be vacant, and no successor named by deceased 
Ruler, then the Majee, Sirdars„ and Ulkhars of the State settle the 
succession. 

Answer to Question htA .—The heir apparent of the Ruler elected 
to another State, or becoming Sovereign of that other State, retains the 
rights over the original State, such as his predecessor exercised; he may 
keep it in his own possession or bestow it on another. 


From OArTAiN P. T. Feencii, Officiating Political Agent, Jodhpore, to Major 
0. Tjiobesby, Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the States of 
Rajpootana,—No. 176, dated the 3rd April 1844, 

Having been led by the records in this Office to suppose that 
His Highness Tukt Sing was Sovereign of Ahraednuggur previous to 
his adoption by the widows of the late Prince of Marwar, and finding, 
in conversation with the Maharajah and others, that His Highness 
was only Regent during the infancy of his son, Juswunt Sing, Rajah of 
Ahmednuggur, I requested the Vakeel to obtain from His Highness 
all the particulars he could on the subject; and the enclosed kyfeeut 
is the result. A trativslation of the kyfeeut is also enclosed. 

2. The Maharajah assured me that the fact of his son's adoption, 
in November 1840, by the widows of his late brother (Prithee Sing) 
was well known to all; but he supposed the circumstance escaped 
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recollection from Ins being the actual Ruler of the principality. Such 
a vievv of the case was taken by a former Political Agent of the Mahee 
Ivantaj who, in a private letter, accidently alluded to the good fortune 
of Tukt Sing in being raised from the office of Regent in a small 
State to the giiddee of a great one. But the impression having gcue 
forth that His Highness Tukt Sing was Sovereign of Ahmediuiggiir, 
I deem it my duty to lay'before you his version of the matter. 


Substance of a kyfeeut from the Marwar Yakeel, to the address of Oaptaik 
Pjrench, Officiating Political Agent, Jodhpore,“~^dated the 3rd April 1844; 

The Political Agent asked when Mabaraj Juswuut Sing was adopt¬ 
ed by Prithee Sing, Rajah of Ahinedniiggur. This being made known 
to His Highness Tukt Sing, it seems that Prithee Sing, in the month of 
Kartik 1896 (December 1869), was ill, when the Chiefs of the State 
asked His Highness that, should he not recover, who would be his heir ? 
He replied that the Seesodiiiee Ranee Vfns encimte^ that, should 
she be the mother of a hoy, he would succeed; othei'wise that Koonwur 
Juswunt Sing was heir to Ahmednuggur. His Highness Prithee Sing 
died, Megsur Sood Ekhurn Surnbut 1896 (6th January. 1840), and tbe 
Ranee was delivered of a son, who was named Bulwiiut Sing; but tlie 
boy died, Asojbud Chout Surnbut 1897 (October 1840). There were then 
three Majees: Ut, a Seesodiiiee; 2nd, a Rewurjee; 2>rd, a Bheerpoorajee, 
They, aided by all the Chiefs of the State, in the amnth of Kartik Surnbut 
1897 (November 1840), adopted Juswunt Sing; hut he being very young, 
the Maharajah Tukt Sing conducted tlie duties as Regent. Now His 
Highness Maharajah Tukt Sing is Ruler of Marwar, and his son, Juswunt 
Sing Jee, is Sovereign by adoption of Ahmednuggur. 


i rom Major 0 . TiiouEsBy, Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the 
States of Rajpootana, to F. Oukrie, Esq., Secretary to the Govornment of 
India, Foreign Department, Port William,--No. 781443, dated Ajmere, 
the 17th June 1844. 

Reperring to my letter to your address. No. 127, dated the 21st 
ultimo, I have now the honour to transmit the answers of the Boondee 
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Durbar to tho (][nestions proposed regarding" incidents of election and 
succession to the sovereignty of principalities, with a copy of the 
translation furnished by the Officiating Political Agent at Kotah. 


Translation of replies to certain queries respecting the rights of succession^ 
received from the Boondee Durbar. 


QuesHons. 

1. If a Chief of a Eajpoot State 
be elected to the chiefship of 
another State;, and accepts the chief- 
ship of such State, does he thereby 
forfeit all his rights of sovereignty 
in the State first possessed by him? 


2. If the Chief of a Rajpoot State 
elected to the guddee of another 
State forfeits all his riglits of 
sovereignty in the State he first 
possessed, does the forfeiture extend 
to his sons ? Are they compelled to 
adhere to the father^s election and 
to give up the State they would 
otherwise have succeeded to ? 

3. If the sons be compelled to 
follow the father^s election and to 
give up their otherwise valid rights 
to the succession to the State first 
possessed, are they capable of being 
adopted or elected tis the Chiefs of 
that State. Or does the same circum¬ 
stance which excludes them, from 


Eeplies, 

1, Should the new territory 
he a brancl .1 or feoff of the former 
State, the right will hold good ; 
but in the event of its being 
entirely separate, then tlie claim 
will depend on the conditions 
upon which the election was made 
in the first instance. 

2, The son^s right to the for¬ 
mer territory will be in a similar 
degree to the father^s, as expressed 
in the reply to the first question ; 
but should either son, on the 
father^s resignation, be appointed 
to the rule, that son^s claim to 
the former State will be valid. 

3, The party selected to go¬ 
vern the original territory on the 
former Chiefs resignation is the 
rightful Ruler thereof; and should 
he die without legitimate issue, 
the next collateral surviving rela¬ 
tive of the former Chief will be¬ 
come the legal heir. 
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RefUes, 


4, Should many years have 
elapsed since the cession of 
Government, and should the 
descendants of the party originally 
selected as Ruler become n u merous, 
and for several generations no 
direct heir have succeeded to the 
rule, the title will lapse to the 
collateral branch. 

5. If the eldest son of an elected 5. The title would revert to 
Chief, being heir apparent to the new the . collateral branch of the 

chiefship, be adopted or elected to original Chief, 
the guddee of the State first pos¬ 
sessed, and subsequently, on his 
father^s decease, succeed to the newly- 
acquired State, in whom does the 
right of adopting or electing^ his 
successor to the guddee of the first 
State rest ? 


From F. Curuie, Esq., Secretary to Government of India, Foreign Department, 
to the Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the States of 
Bajpootaua,—1497, dated Fort ’William, the 6th July 1844. 

I AM directed by the Governor General in Council to acknowledge 
the receipt of your despatches, Nos, 127 and 146, dated respectively the 
21st May and 17tli ultimo, submitting the answers of the Durbars of 
Oodeypore, Jeypore, Jodhpore, and Boondee, to the questions proposed 
regarding incidents of election and succession to the sovereignty of 


Questions, 

succeeding to the guddee of that 
State by inheritance exclude them 
from holding it by election ? 

4. If the elected Chief loses his 
rights, and all his sons lose by the 
election of the father all their rights, 
to the guddee, in whom does the 
of adopting or electing a Chief 
of that State rest ? Or do the nearest 
collateral relations of the elected 
Chief acquire rights to the guddee 
by the removal of the elected Chief 
and his direct heirs ? 
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principalities^ and to remind you that the reply from the Bickaneer 
Durbar is Btill watvtang, \vhioh we m well have, as these replies may 
oe iisefal hereafter, though no case for their application appears to have 
arisen on the present occasion. 


From the Chief Secretary to the Grovernment of Bombay, to P, Guebie, Esq., 
>Seoretary to the Government of India, Political DepaHment, Port William,*— 
ISlo. 67-364, dated the ^Ist January 1846. 

With reference to Mr. Secretary Townsend's letter, No. 117, dated 
the 8th August last, T am directed to transmit to you, for submission 
to the Right Hon^ble the Governor General of India in Council, copies 
of two letters from the Assistant to the Political Commissioner for 
Guzerat, in Charge, Nos. 290 and S89, dated the 8th October and 
12th November last, forwarding copies of two communications from 
Captain Lang, the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, dated the 
28th September and 8th October last, representing the unsatisfactory 
state of aifairs at Ahmednuggur, arising from the union of that State 
with Jodhpore, 

2. In forwarding these documents, J am desired to state that, 
in the event of the subsequent memorial from the Ranee of Edur to 
the Hon'ble the Court ot Directors on behalf of her son (a copy of 
^ which was forwarded to you for submission to His Excellency in Couiunl 
with Mr, Secretary Townsend's letter above quoted, and to which, 
I am directed to remark, no reply has as yet been received,) being 
negatived, the Hon''ble the Governor in Council is decidedly of opinion 
that the course proposed by Captain Lang at the close of the 1st 
paragraph of his letter of the 20th September last should be adopted, 
namely, that Ahmednuggur should be managed, as heretofore, altogether 
irrespective of Jodhpore, and be regarded as a separate petty State, 
solely subject to the Mahee Kanta Agency. 

3* The Governor in Council, however, begs specially to bring 
to the notice of the Right Hon'ble the Governor General in Council the 
deception which, it is alleged in the 3rd paragraph of Captain Lang's 
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letter of that date, the Maharajah of Jodhpore practised ou his leaving 
Guzerat in respect to the adoption of his son by the widow of Prithee 
Sing, the former Rajah of Ahraedmiggur, with the view of securing 
Ahraedniiggur to the exclusion of the Edur or elder branch of the 
family. 

4. I am further desired to state that a deputation from Edar 
has recently arrived in Bombay to urge the claims of the young Rajah 
to the Ahmednuggur State, but that, under the decision of the Goverii’- 
ment of India, contained in your letter, dated the 4th November 1843^ 

No. 1044, their pretensions have, of course, been discouraged in every 
way, and tbe deputation urged to return, but as yet without avail. 

They still remain at the Presidency, continuing to urge, in a very 
decided tone, their claim to be put in possession of what they consider 
to be their master’s hereditary rights, and Government is led to appre¬ 
hend that they will not passively submit to the present arrangement, 

5. As the opinion of this Government in favour of the claim 
of the Rajah of Edur has already been submitted to the Government of 
India in my letter. No. 184, dated the 30th October 1843, the Governor 
in Council does not consider it necessary again to express his sentiments 
on the subject. 

6. A translation of the pefition from Maharaj Shree Juswuut- 
singjee, alluded to by Captain Lang in the 3rd paragraph of his letter 

of the S8th September last, is also enclosed for the information of His * ' 

Excellency in Council. 


From the Acting 1st Assistant Political Commissioner for Guzerat and Resident 
at Baroda, in Charge, to J. P. WiLtonoKBY, Esq., Chief Secretary to the 
Government of Bombay,—No. 290, dated the 8bh October 1844. 

I HAVE the honour to submit, for the information and instructions of 
Government, copy of a communication and accompaniments from Cap¬ 
tain Lang, Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, under date the 28th 
ultimo, No. 574, complaining of the great inattention of the Ahmed- 
nugguv Authorities to bis injunctions. 









Complaining of the gi’oab in¬ 
attention of the Ahmodniiggur 
Authorities to my injunctions, 
and of thenecesaity of resorting 
to the impositions of mohsuls 
to enforce them ; but stating at 
the same time my unwilling¬ 
ness to send them without the 
instruotioua of Government, as 
they will be complained of in 
all probability by the Maharaj 
of Jodhpore, and their with¬ 
drawal without gaining the ob, 
ject for which they were sent 
would be productive of the 
worst effects. 
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From the PoUfcical Agent, Mahee Kaiita, to Thomas OaiLVY, Esq., Assistant 
Political Commissioner suid Resident in Charge, Baroda, —Ko. 574, dated 
the 28th September 1844. 

I BEGRKT to have to report, for the instnictions of the HoiiT^le 
the Governor in Council, the great inatten¬ 
tion of the Ahmednuggur Authorities to my 
injunctions and requisitions, and the conse¬ 
quent impossibility of getting anything 
done with them without resorting to mohsuls 
for the enforcement of such of my instruc- 
tionis as remain unattended to. I have been 
anxious to avoid the imposition of mohsuls 
on this State on account of the minority of 
the young Chief; but the repeated promises 
which I have received within the last few 
months to send an Agent to Sadra for the 
settlement of all outstanding claims have been so entirely disregarded, 
that something must be done to enforce rny orders; and I am unwilling 
again to resort to mohsuls without the instructions of Government on 
the subject, as in all probability a remonstrance would be made by His 
Highness the Maharaj of Jodhpore against their employment, and the 
worst effects would, of course, result if I should be required to withdraw 
them without carrying out the objects for which they were sent, 1 beg, 
therefore, to suggest, for the consideration of the Hoii^ble Board, 
whether it would not be better, in the first*instance, to make a reference 
on the subject to the Supreme Government, in order that, if approved of 
the Political Agent at Jodhpore may be authorized beforehand to com¬ 
municate to His Highness, in the event of his preferring any complaints 
regarding Ahmednuggur affairs, that he could not entertain or forward 
them ; but that the authorities there should make them, as formerly, to 
me or to the Bombay Government, and must in all other respects con¬ 
form to the system of policy in which the other petty States in this pro¬ 
vince are managed. 

2, The unsatisfactory state of affairs at present existing with re¬ 
gard to the Ahmednuggur Talooka is, doubtless, to be ascribed in some 


misr/fy 
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Causes of the unsafcisfactary 
state of affai rs at Ahmedixuggtir, 
arising partly from the unfit* 
ness of the Karbaree for che 
very responsible situation he 
is placed in, but chiefly from 
the union of Ahmednuggur with 
Jodhpore, which, if not guarded 
against, it must naturally he 
Maharaj Tukt Sing’s object to 
perpetuate. 


measure to the unfitness of the Kardaree now in power there for 

the trust reposed ia hinij and his anxiety 
to make the best use of the uncontrolled 
authority he possesses to enrich hinaself as 
much as possible while it lasts. He is the 
same individual mentioned in the conclud¬ 
ing paragraph of my Report of the 22nd 
October last ns having behaved in so dis¬ 
respectful a manner to the Karkoon I sent to 
take charge of the talooka on the election of Maharaj Tukt Sing to the 
ffuMee of Marwar; and his success on that occasion, through the re« 
presentations made by the Maharaj, in getting rid of the attachment, 
has, of course, made him still less inclined to submit to authority than 
he was before. Another reason, however, of the difficulty of getting 
anything settled, is the necessity of referring every question of any 
consequence of Jodhpore for the instructions of Maharaj there, who 
has, I imagine, quite enough to do to attend to the affairs of that 
State, and cares but little how the Ahmednuggur Talooka is managed, 
provided he can only keep it in his family. It must also, I feel assuredi 
be a great object with His Highness to maintain the connection between 
Jodhpore and Ahmednuggur as intimate as possible, and to manage 
the latter, as it were, as one of the dependent districts of Marwar 
as the only likely means of being able to bequeath his new kingdom 
and title after his death to his eldest son, the present Ahmednuggur 
youth, whom it is but iiatiit-al to suppose he would wish, if possible, 
to see as his heir to Marwar in preference to a younger son. This 
would not, I imagine, be permitted; but if the arrangement now existing 
at Ahmednuggur is eventually confirmed, notwithstanding the earnest 
protest against it from the Ranee of Edur, which has lately been, 
forwarded by Government to the Right Hon'’ble the Governor General in 
Council and the Hon^ble the Court of Directors, it would be most 
desirable, in my humble judgment, at once to communicate to all parties 
oonoerned the determination of Government to keep the Jodhpore and 
Ahmednuggur States as entirely separate as they have heretofore been; 
otherwise we may, I humbly conceive, expect constant inconvenience and 
great mismanagement to arise from the union so long as the Ahmech 
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nuggut' Chiefs petiiioti to Go¬ 
vernment against iny having 
BontattachiTienton that talooka 
when Maharaj Tukfcsingieo 
was elected toJodbpore, and 
pointing ont that one of its 
accompaniments, that regard¬ 
ing his adoption by his aunt, haa 
been antedated two years, in 
order to deceive Governni ant, 
Tukt Sing now stating that 
he never was Kajah of the 
Ahmednnggnr Talooka. 


xmg-gnr Chief, continues a minor, and in terminable iiVtvigaea when he 
grovvB vip to endeavour to secure his succession eventually to the 
principal States. 

I take this opportunity to return the representation which was 
Eefcurning the young Ahmed- made to Government by the young Rajah 

of Ahinednuggur regarding my having sent 
an attachment on that talooka on his father^s 
departure for Jodhpore, and which was 
forwarded for my report at the tinae;, and 
has since been returned to me with its 
several accompaniments, as requested. As you 
will find, on referring to Mr. Chief Secretary 
Willoughby’s letter on the subject of the 
16th May last, no reply from me can be 
required, I fanqy, to the several allegations it contains regarding my 
proceedings in attaching the talooka with a view to secure to the 
young Ediir Chief what I conscientiously and firmly believed to be 

bis just and undeniable rights, as the whole 
of my proceedings regarding every part of 
the Jodhpore and Ahtnednuggur succession 
questions were fully reported in my letters 
written at the time as quoted in the margin. 
I beg, however, to state that of the accom¬ 
paniments to the Maharajah’s representation, 
that purporting to be his adoption by the 
widows of Prithee Sing, the former Rajah 
of Ahmednuggur, is antedated two years, in 
order to make It appear that he was adopted when this lady lost her 
own infant child in September 1841, as reported in my letter of the 
4th October of that year, and that he, and not Maharaj Tukt Sing, 
bad, consequently, been Rajah of Ahmednuggur from that peri6d. I find 
from a memorandum given by the IVIaharaj of Jodhpore to the Political 
Agent there some months ago that it is upon this ground His Highness 
now claims Ahmednuggur as the inheritance of his son; but there is 
no question that Tukt Sing himself succeeded his infant nephew in 
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possession of Ahmednuggar, and retained possession of it as Rajah up to 
the time of his election in October last to the guddee of Marwar, when a 
day or two before his departure he gave his sou to his brother's widow, 
as reported in my letter of the 28th of that month, and explained in the 
communication from my Head Karkoon forwarded therewith. I much 
regret that the Maharaj should have condescended to this act of decep¬ 
tion, but I deem it my duty, in justice to the young Chief of Edur, to 
mention it as a strong proof of the untenable nature of Maharajah^s claim 
to retain Ahmediiuggur for his son if examined and decided on its own 
merits alone. I beg therefore to annex a translation of both these papers, 
a4d I may likewise add that no mention of this adoption was ever made 
by Maharaj Tukt Sing in any of his letters to me, nor any application 
preferred to obtain for it the sanction of Government, without which, 
agreeably to the usage which prevailed when His Highness the 
Gaekwar managed this province through his own officers, the adoption 
would, I imagine, have been considered altogether invalid, to say nothing 
of the attempt to impose upon our Government by antedating the writ¬ 
ing, so as to make it appear altogether unconnected with the succession 
to Jodhpore. 


Ko. I. 

Translation of a Deed of Adopbion given by the widow of Peitkbe Sing Singjek 
JsfiSHODMiJEK, to her nephew, Juswxjnt Sing. 

CONSIUKIUNG you a child, I have adopted you, taken you into my 
lap. -Do you therefore look after and assume your property, horses, 

Itajpoots, putta, country, servants, Ahmed- 
nuggur, Mourassa, Meghurj,aud Byer; take 
care of the country and enjoy it. I have 
adopted you after the death of my son, Bui- 
wunt Sing. Be obedient and respect my 
authority in every way ; live for many years, 
and enjoy your kingdom. I have given this 
writing with my free will and consent, be¬ 
ing in full possession of all my faculties, and signed by own hand. I 


acfcaal date of 
this adoption as reported by 
my Karkoon was Thursday, 11th 
Asaar Wud Sumbut 1899, or 
19th October 184.3, The late 
Rajah’s posthumous child died 
on Tuesday, 13th, Ist Assar 
Sood Surabut 1897,or 28th Sep¬ 
tember 1841.—(Sd,) Wm. Lang, 
PoUl. Agent. 
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as 


have acted on this biissiness according to tlie request of my deceased 
hashand;, taking the advice of all concerned. Veerpoora testifies that 
such was the wish of the deceased Rajah. Ileshvvajee speaks to the 
same fact. 


(Sd.) 


Sumbul 1897 Amyud day (blankj. 

Witnesses: 

Thakooh Raj Sinojee Shree Sinojee. 
,, Keshee Sing Man Singj'ee. 

Kushun Sing Chun Singjee. 
„ Mahadjee Doqur Wala. 

„ Mahadoo Sing of Nikora, 

Aomjee Bhabe, 

Ghumbhber Sing. 

BhaRATE KaUJEE xiOMEB SlNGJBE, by th?} 
hand of Goolab Sin 6. 

Dbwiiow Kasee of Veezapore. 

Thakoor Raj Singjeb Salim Singjeb of 
Mahumj)ore. 

The above has taken place in accordance with the orders the Prithee 
SIngjee had signed. Jusjee Lall Bhaee Mahajee Phuttehkoor admits that 
she has been consulted, and the above has taken place with her will and 
consent, as also in accordance with the wishes of the deceased Rajah. 
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No. I I. 

Statement made by Eussoon, Meer Moonshee, Vakeel of His Highness 
Maharajah Tukx Singjjse of Jodhpore, to Oaftain French, Political Agent. 

On the 3rd of April 1844 I was questioned by you as to when 
Maharaj Prithee Singjee had adopted Maharaj Koor Shree Juswunt Sing- 
jee; accordingly I communicated this to His Highness Maharaj Tukt 
Siugjee, and was informed that on the month of December 1839 Suvunt 
1896 (Karfcik) Maharaj Prithee Singjee^s health became indisposed. On 
getting much worse, all the Sirdars, Puttaets, Mootsuddyan (Karbarees), 
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Khovvas, Pasvvaus, assembled and en(j^nired of the Maharaj that, in the 
event of his not recovering, who was to be their master ? He replied that 
Ranee Shee Sesodunjee had hopes should she produce a son, he was their 
Lord; but if these hopes were not realized, then Maharaj Juswunt Sing 
was to be their Lord, After this Maharaj Prithee Sing died on 29th 
January 1840, Suvuiit 1896, Magsur Sood IsL The above-mentioned 
lianee Sesodunjee produced a boy, who was named Bulvunt Singjee ; 
he died in October 1840, Siivunt 1897, Asvud 4th. Maharaj Prithee 
Singjee had thi^ee wives (Ranees), Sesodunjee, Rehwuranjee, and Pur- 
pooree. The above Ranees, including the Sirdars, Mootsudda, Khowas, 
Faswans, &c., all assembled, and in the month of November 1840, Suvunt 
1897, Kartik, Maharaj Shree Juswunt Singjee was adopted. He was at 
the time very young; in consequence Maharaj Tukt Singjee was con¬ 
sulted, and the affairs of the State conducted. Maharaj Tuht Singjee has 
since succeeded to the Throne of Jodhpore and become Lord of Marwar, 
Maharaj Shree Juswunt Singjee remaining Lord of Ahmednuggur. The 
above is written for your information. 


From the Acting 1st Assistant Political Comtnissiouer for Cruzerat and Besident 
at Baroda, in Charge, to J. P. Willoughby, Ehq,, Chief Secretary to 
f^ovcrnment, Bombay Political Deparbment,---*15ro. 3^9, dated the 12th 
November 1844, 

In continuation of my letter of the 8th ultimo. No. 290,1 have 
the honour to submit, for the information of Government, copy of a further 
communication from Captain Lang, dated the 31st idem, No, 639. 


From the Political Agent in the Mahee Kauta, to T, Ogilvy, Esq,, Assistant 
Political Ooramissiouer and Resident at Baroda, in Charge,—No, 639, dated 
Sadra, the 31st October 1844. 

With reference to my letter of the 28th ultimo regarding Ahmed- 
iiuggur affairs, I have the hoiioar to annex copy of a letter iTom the 
Officiating Political Agent at Jodhpore, from which it will be seen that 
the intrigues which were so likely to occur to get Maharaj Juswunt Sing 
recogpaized as heir to his father in Marwar in preference to any younger 
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feoivlmve already coin men ced in the Jodli pore Palace, Copy of my reply 
to Captain Frenches letter is likewise annexed, and as there can scarcely, 
I conceive, be a doubt that His Highness Tukt Sing will eventually, if 
not now, endeavour to remove his eldest son and natural and rightful 
heir to Jodhpore, and substitute some other Ruler in his room at 
Ahmednuggur, or leave that State in chai’ge of a Karbaree if possible, 
I trust the Hon^ble Board will consider this a proper opportunity to 
make a further representation on the subject to the Right Hoii-^ble the 
Governor General of India in Council. The almost certain result of the 
present state of things must, I humbly submit, be a continued mismanage¬ 
ment of the Ahmednuggur Talooka, which cannot but have a bad effect 
on the other districts under my charge; and as the Ediir Durbar continues 
so strongly to urge its claims to have Ahmednuggur restored to it, and 
the present young Maharaj of Ahmediiuggiir would also have the greatest 
reason to complain if one of Tukt Singes younger sons were selected 
as heir to Marwar to his prejudice, the continued tranquillity and pros¬ 
perity both of Marwajr and the Mahee Kauta would surely be best 
consulted, and the greatest justice at the same time be done to all parties 
by at once sending Maharaj Juswunt Sing to join his father as heir 
apparent to the throne of Jodhpore, and re-annexing Ahmednuggur to 
the parent State of Edur, after making the necessary provision for the 
late Ahmednuggur RajalPs mother, aunt, and widows, during their 
life-time. 


From CArTAiN P. T. Fhexcu, Officiating Political Agent, Jodhpore, to CArTAiN 
LaKG, Political Agent, Mahee Kanta,—No. 696, dated the 24th October 1844. 

On the 12th December 1843 Captain Ludlow, Political Agent at 
this place, addressed a letter to you, No. 457, in which, with other 
documents, he enclosed copy of a hhureeM to his address from the 
Maharajah Tukt Sing, in which His Highness says, in reference to his 
coming here from Ahmednuggur, But prior to this event the widoAV 
of Prithee Sing adopted my son, Juswunt Sing, and retained him at 
Ahmednuggur,^^ and noAv have the honour to request you will be good 
enough to say if Juswunt Sing has been duly and formally installed Raes 
of the Ahmednuggur State, and if, as such, he bears the style and title 
of Maharajah. 


i 
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3. On the 26th ofVJamiary last the BuUyanejee Ranee presented 
His Highness with a son, and this hoy is, of conrse, heir to the throne ot 
Marwar, Jiiswunt Sing having been adopted by that of Ahmednuggur: 
but this boy has not been naaied, which excited suspicion, as did other 
eircumstances alluded to yesterday by Gumbur Sing, brother-^in-lavv to 
His Highness, he luxving in reply said, was not aware of Juswiiut 
Singes adoption, or of his being Ruler of Aliincdnuggur/^ Gatnbur Sing* 
is brother to the mother of Juswunt Sing, and also to the widow of 
Prithee Sing, who adopted him. 

3. The mother of Jaswuut Sing is here^ she and her brother, 
Gumbur Sing, are said to have much influence over His Highness, and 
it is asserted they are not cognizant pf the Mureeia of which Captain 
(now Major) Ludlow enclosed you a copy. It is, in fact, believed that they 
entertain hopes of Juswunt Sing succeeding to the throne of Mar war, 
to the prejudice of the had born here on the 20tli of January last, and 
that on one plea or another they propose sending for him soon, a Step 
you would, I conclude, oppose succeeding under the above cirelunstances. 


From the Political Agent, Mahee Kanta, to Oapiw PaEKCir, OiEciating 
Political Agent, Jodhpore,—2^o. 638, dated tho Slat October 1844 

Ih acknowledging the receipt of your lettejr of the 24th instant 
regarding the succession to the Ahmedmiggur State on His Highness 
Tukt Sing's adoption and election to the throne of Marwar, and the 
wish of Maharaj Juswunt Sing's mother and uncle to get him recog*. 
nized as heir to liis father in his new kingdom in preferenco to a younger 
son born since His Highness went to Jodhpore, I have the honour to 
inform you tliat, on Tukt Sing's departure from Ahmednuggur in 
October last year, I sent a Karkooh and some Sowars to escort him as far 
as Pahlunpore, and another to take charge of the Ahmednuggur Talooka, 
considering that there could be no doubt but the right of Edur to have 
it re-annexed to that State would be recognized by Government. Mahu’- 
raj Juswunt Sing wrote to rne in consequence that his father on leaving 
had made him of Ahmednuggur, and I received a letter to the 

same effect from His Highness Tukt Sing from ‘Pahlunpore. Neither of 
them, however, at that time alluded to Juswunt Sing's adoption by the 
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widow of Prithee Sing; I was informed, however, by my Karkoou that, a 
day or two before leaving Ahmednuggnr, the form of giving Jiiswunt 
sing to this lady by adoption had been gone through, and in Decem¬ 
ber I received from Government, for my report, copy of a representation 
from the young Maharaj eomplaining of my having placed an attachment 
on the talooka, in which he stated that he had been adopted by his aunt, 
and sent copy of the Deed of Adoption for the information of Govern¬ 
ment, with a number of other documents in support of his claim to 
retain Ahmednuggnr. Copies of these were not furnished to me till 
afterwards, but in April last you sent me a copy of a memorandum in 
llindoostmee from His Highness Tukt Sing's Vakeel, stating tliat 
Juswiint Sing had been adopted on the death of Prithee Sing's own 
posthumous child; and I found,' on receiving a copy of the Deed of 
Adoption from Government, that it had been antedated two years in 
order to make it appear that from that period Juswunt Sing and not 
Tukt Sing had been. Rajah of Ahmednuggur, This circumstance was 
pointed out in a letter of the a0th ultimo to the Assistant Political 
Commissioner's address regarding the affairs of Ahmednuggur, an extract 
from which I lately sent you privately, and now beg to forward a copy 
of the Deed of Adoption here alluded to, in which Gumbur Sing’s name 
appears as one of the witnesses. 

2. In December copy of Mr. Secretary- Currie's letter to the 
Bombay Government dated 13th November 1843 was received, and as 
directed therein, the attachment I had imposed on Ahmednuggur was 
withdrawn, and the talooka has since been managed by the Karbaree 
left in charge by Tuk^ Sing, but with Maharaj Juswunt Sing as its 
nominal Chief. No formal installation, however, has taken place, nor is 
such usual or necessary in this part of the country to confirm a title to 
succession; but the Ranee of Eduv has since appealed to Government on 
behalf of her son, the minor Chief of that State, against Juswunt Sing’s 
being allowed to retain Ahmednuggur after his fatlier’s election to 
Jodhporg, and copies of her represent.ation have been sent to the Right 
Ilon'hle the Governor General of India and the Hon’ble the Court of 
Directors. With regard to Juswunt Sing's adoption by his aunt to 
succeed to Ahmednuggur, there can scarcely, I conceive, he any difference 
of opinion as to its illegality, inasmuch ns the property had been 





riglitfnlly inherited by Tukt Sing two years before; but eveii^ other¬ 
wise, if any sanction or confirmation of such a measure is required on th© 
part of our Government, it must be consid'ered altogether invalid, as none 
was either applied for or granted ; and as it appears to me to have been 
(lone in order to defraud the young Edur Chief but of what the Ahmecl- 
nuggur Authorities would seem, from antedating the paper themselves, to 
think must otherwise revert to him as a matter of right, I should think 
that, even if the adoption could beheld in any way valid, Government 
would be disposed on this ground to disallow it. All the members of 
the Edur, Ahmednuggur, and Soor families have always, I beg to add, 
been allowed the title of Maharnj in this province. 

3. As regards the wish of Juswunt Singes mother and uncle to see 
him recogniz^ed as heir to his fether in Marwar, it seems to me most 
natural, and must, I think, likewise be the secret desire of His Highness 
himself, or will eventually in all human probability become so. I alluded 
in some of my former letters on this subject to the future claim of 
Juswunt Sing, if he survives his father, to succeed gucldee Marwar 
as one of the many serious objections to the present arrangement; and as 
Captain Ludlow .in his letter of the 15th October 1813, informing me of 
Maharajah Tukt Singes election to Jodhpore, likewise stated that his 
son, Juswunt Sing, had been incited by the Ranees of the late Mauu Sing 
to accompany him the heir apparent of Marwar/'" we could not, in 
iny humble judgment, do better than encourage the present feeling, and 
endeavour to prevent future intrigues on this point in Marwar, and at 
the same time to remedy the injustice complained of by the Edur 
Authorities by at once allowing Juswunt Sing to join his father at Jodh- 
pore, and re-annexing Ahmednuggur to its parent state of Edur, a suitable 
provision being, of course, made for all the ladies and other dependants 
of the Ahmednuggur family during their life-time. I have not, howevei*, 
I beg to add, heard of any intention to send Juswunt Slug to Jodhpore, 
and do not think that the Ahmednuggur Authorities would willingly part 
with him till they get some arrangement, either prortiised or effij[etcd, for 
their own maintenance for the future. Should any intention of the kind 
transpire, however, I shall, of course, endeavour, to the utmost of my power, 
to prevent their sending Juswunt Sing away till I hear from you that he 
would be welcome at Jodhpore, or till Government decides that he 
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ulioulcl be allowed to join bis fatlieu there j but I am sorry to have to add 
that so little attention has been paid to my wishes and injunctions by 
the Karbaroe in charge of Ahmednugguv since Mabaraj Tnkt Sing’s 
departure to Jodhpore, that it is perfectly possible they may send him 
oflF without consulting me on the subject. If I hear of anything of the 
kind, however, you shall have the earliest intimation I can give you 
about it. 


Substance of a petition from MAHABrU Shube Juswunt Singjeb of Sunsthan 

Munuggiir, to the Hon'blo the Governoi^ in Council,—dated 16th and 

received 24th ISTovember 1843. 

My family for four generations has held Sunsthan of Munuggur 
and the Pergunnahs of Mourassa, Byer, Meghurj, &c. When Maha¬ 
rajah Giunbur Singjeey Chief of Edur, who was related to iny family, 
laid claim to the Pergunnahs of Mourassa and Byer, agreements 
regarding it were entered into in 1807-8 between him and my ancestor. 
According to those agreements the Chief of Edur has no claim to the 
villages of my pergunnahs. Notwithstanding this, in 1815-16 that 
Chief made some misrepresentations to the Gaekvvar Government, and 
caused the Pergunnahs of Mourassa ami Byer to be attached; on this 
my ancestor deputed a vakeel to complain to'the Resident at Baroda. 
The liesideiit emiuirecl into the matter, and upon his representations 
Government issued orders to make over the pergunnahs to my ancestor. 
Accordingly, the Resident wrote a letter to my ancestor, and having 
removed the attachment from the pergunnahs made them over to him ; 
my family has since held possession of the pergunnahs. When my 
ancestor, Maharajah Shree Tukt Singjee, proceeded to Jodhpore to assume 
the Government of that territory, Captain Lang, perhaps on a representa¬ 
tion from the Chief of Edur setting forth his right of inheritance to 
my territory, sent a letter to me dated the 20th October last, under 
the charge of one Karkoon and 25 horsemen, informing me that the 
Karkooir and horsemen were deputed to manage the pergunnahs; that 
I was only to act through the Karkoon; that a reference would be made 
to the Bombay Government on the subject of the Munuggur Sunsthan, 
and that the reply of Government would be communicated to me. 



AHMKDNUG6UK SPC0E8SI0N. 


70 

I now beg to submit that it appears that Captain Lang has shown 
partiality to the Cliief of Edur. The territory has descended to me 
from my ancestors, and the Chief, of Edur has no grounds to interrupt 
my enjoyment of it« I heg to forward herewith copies of the following 
docutnents,the Agreements entered into between iny ancestor and 
the Chief of Edur, the paper executed by my ancestor, Maharajah Shree 
Sheo Singjee, regarding Munuggur in 1830; the letter written by the 
Gaekwar Government; the letter written by the liesident of Baroda 
on the receipt of Government instructions ; the paper executed by Maha- 
raj Shree Purtab Singjee in 1818-19, when he adopted my uncle, 
Maharajah Shree Frutherajee, as his heir; the paper regarding my adop¬ 
tion by the Ranee of Frutherajee, and the letter written by Maharajah 
Shree Tukt Singjee to Captain Lang before proceeding to Jodhpore, 
making over his territory to me. I possess these substantial documents 
in support of my rigdit to the territory, and although Captain Lang 
is well aware of their existence, still, in order to favour the Chief of 
Edur, he lias brought forward his right of inheritance, and has attached 
my territory to interrupt my enjoyment of it. This is a hardship upon 
me. Government is well .aware that the Chief of Edur has no claiin 
to my territory. Captain Lang has without any enquiry written to 
the Political Agent at Jodhpore to communicate (with Maliarajah Shree 
Tukt Singjee) on the Mihjeob of the right of inheritance of the Chief 
of Edur. Captain Lang also intends to interrupt my enjoyment of 
Mutmggiir. 1 therefore pray your Excellency in Council will be pleased 
to direct Captain Lang to remove the attachment from the pergunuabs. 
I further beg to inform your Honor in Council that Karkoon Madowlall 
and Mujmoondar Soobbaram, manager of Edur, having received a bribe 
of Rupees 2,800, intended to interrupt my enjoyment of the Byer 
Pergtinnah. But when Captain Lang learned this circumstance and 
enquired into the matter, he found that the two persons liad received 
a bribe, and dismissed them from the service. These persons are anxious 
that a dispute should be created regarding my pergunnah of Byer; 
mohsuls have also been sent to me on the subject. * These persons, 
with the view of obtaining money from me, bring me into trouble. 
I have no spare money to bribe the people. It is a disgrace to my 
family that Captain Lang should have furnished an escort of 100 horse- 
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tnen to my ancestor. Maharajah. Tuk^ Singjee, wli^n he proceeded to 
Joclhpore, and that he, Captain Lang, should, after his departure, place 
the territory under attachment. I conduct the management of tlie tem- 
tory according to the usage of the State, and I answer the references 
which are made to me by Captain Lang in the proper manner. I have 
not given him cause to be displeased with me, and it is surprising 
that he should have attached my territory. Although no one has any 
claim to ray territory, Captain Lang’, considering the Chief of Ediir 

* The oldest son of a Tha- " Patvee;"* has raised objections to 

koor, or the heir apparent. my enjoyment of the territory. But I beg 

to state that the Chief of Edur is ^^PatvCe^^ in the Edur Territory, 
and the Chief of Munuggur ^^Patvee^^ in the Mimuggur Territory. 
I therefore solicit your Excellency in Council will be pleased to order the 
removal of the attachment. I possess more documents than those herein 
enclosed, and should Government order, I will send them in charge 
of a Karboon. 


From F, CtrnitiE, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, 
to the Chief Secretary to Government of Bombay,—No. 602, dated Fort 
William, the 7th March 1845. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your de.spatch, No. 67, 
dated the '21st January last, with its enclosures, representing the unsatis¬ 
factory state of affiiirs at Ahmednuggur arising from the union of that 
State with Jodhpore, together with translation of a petition from the 
young Chief of. Ahmednuggur.* 

2. In reply, I am directed to remark that the Supreme Government 
did not intend the order of the IBth November 1843 to be final as to 
tbo decision of the Edur claim, as is evident from the correspondence 
with the Governor GeneraFs Agent, Kajpootana, in 1843 and 1844, and 
particularly the letter dated 27th January 1844, No. 176, requinng the 
opinion of the several principal Rajpoot Durbars on the question. 

S. The matter wasj however, the Governor General in Council 
observes, dropped when it appeared that Maharajah Tukt Sing was Mi 
the Chief of Ahmednnggur, but only the Hegent, on behalf of the 
infant Chief, his son, Juswunt Sing. 



misr^^ 
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4, These papers now stibmiUecl with your letter utider reply wolild 
seem to put tliat question in a different light. 

, 5. It will be seen by the letter from Major Thoresby, dated 21st 

May, No. 127, and its enclosures, that there seemed good reason for the 
Agents asserting that Tukt Sing was only Regent. 

6. As this question must be definitely determined and the real 
position of Tukt Sing in Ahmednuggiir distinctly ascertained before a 
decision can be come to as to the future Chieftainship of Ahmednuggiii, 
and as it can best be settled at Bombay, to which Presidency Edur and 
Ahinednnggur are subject, the Governor General in Council has directed 

me to forward to you copies of the oorre« 
spondence of this Governmej.it on the subject 
with the Governor Generars Agent in 
Rajpootana, and to request that His Honor 
in Council will institute an enquiry into 
the fact of whether Tukt Sing was Ifond 
fide the de jure Chief of the Ahmednug- 
gur Principality, or if he was only the 
de facto oocupyiDg as Regent for his 

son, the heir by adoption ; and that point 
being settled, to beg that His Honor in 
Council will, with reference to the opinions 
of the Durbars of Central India and the 
customs of the Rajpoot Principalities under 
the Bombay Presidency, state his opinion upon a full consideration of 
all the circumstances of the case as to the right of the respective 
claimants to the Cbiefship. 

7. The Bombay Government would appear to have given judgment 
in favour of the Edur House, without having all the circumstances of 
the case fully before them. The first decision on the matter should, in 
the opinion of the Governor General in Council, come f^om Bombay, as 
the Principality is subject to that Presidency, and the local Political 
Agent must, it is imagined, be able to state with accuracy and without 
delay the real nature of the succession to the Ahmednuggur Guddee, 
which took place when tlie late Chief died in 1840. 


Foreign Consnlfcation, Mfch 
Jnuo 1843, Nos. 108-112. 

Foreign Consultation, lOth 
September ISIS, Nos, 82-101. 

Foreign Oonsnltatiou, 23r(i 
September 1843, Nos. 60-74. 

Foreign Consnltafcion, 21st 
October 1843, Nos. 92-104. 

Foreign Consultation, 27tli 
January 1844, Nos, 29-30, 61-64. 

Foreign Consultation, 3rd 
February 1844, Nos. 156-1G4. 

Foreign Consultation, 6th 
July 1844, Nos. 00-68. 

Foreign Consultation, 17th. 
August 1844, Nos. 89, 40. 
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From tke Chief Secretary to Government of Bombay, to F. Cubivie, ®sq., Score- 

tary to the Government of Indio, Foreign Depai’tmeat, Fort William,— 

No. 182-962, doted the 21st Fehriiory 1845. 

Wrm reference to my letters, dated the 21st ultimo. Nos. 67 and 
68,1 am directed by the Hon'ble the Governor in Council to transmit 
to you, for such consideratiou as the case may seem to the Bight Hou’ble 
the Governor General of India in Council to merit, copy of a letter 
from Mr. Ogilvy, Assistant Political Commissioner for Guzerat in Charge, 
dated the 9th instant, No. 62, forwarding a commnnicatioii, dated the 
18th December 1848, from Captain Lang, Political Agent in the Mahee 
Kanta, submitting farther information on the subject of the claim 
advanced by the Edur Durbar to the Ahmednuggur Talooka consequent 
on Maharajah ifikt Sing's succession to Jodhpore. 

2. I am at the same time instructed respectfully to observe that 
the facts adduced by Captain Lang in this and his former Reports 
in favour of the Edur Rajah’s claim to Ahmednuggur are, in the opinion 
of the Governor in Council, entitled to much consideration. 

3, A copy of my reply to Mr. Ogilvy of this date, calling upon 

him to explain the long delay in the transmission of this Report to 
Government, is also enclosed for the information of His Excellency 
in Council. __ 

From the Acting 1st Assistant Political Oommissionor for Guzerat and Eeaident 
at Baroda, in Charge, to J. P. WiiLOtroiimr, Esq., Chief Secretary to Govern¬ 
ment, Bombay,—No, 62, dated the 9th February 1845. 

I HAVE the honour to submit, by request, for the information of the 
Hon’ble the Governor in Council, copy of a Report from the Political 
Agent in the Mahee Kanta, dated 18th December last. No. 738, regard¬ 
ing the Edur and Ahmednuggur dispute. 


From Oaftain W. Land, Political Agent, Mahee Kanta, to W. S. Born, Esq., 
Political Commissioner and Eeaident, Baroda,—No. 758, dated the 18th 
December 1843. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 4th instant. 
No. 976, and the copies of the instructions from the Bombay and 


K 







Supreme Government, which accompanied it, regarding the claim 
advanced by the Edur Durbar to the Ahmednuggur Talooka consequent 
on Maharajah Tukt Singt succession to Jodhpore, I have the honour 
to inform you that, agreeably to the orders of the Right Hoidble the 
Governor General in Council, I have withdrawn the Mehta and Sowars 
sent by me to Ahiaednuggur, with the exception of sixth number of the 
latter as the ruling authorities at that place may wish to retain for 
their own protection for the present. The whole of the Maharajah's 
own family, with the exception of his son, having lately proceeded 
to join him at Sonapore, the time, I trust, is now past when any 
attempt on the part of the Edur Durbar to interfere directly in their 
own behalf was to be apprehended; at least, as far as I can ascer¬ 
tain, all they ever contemplated was throwing such'*obstructions as 
were in their power in the way of the Maharajah's departure, with 
a view to induce him, through tlie intervention of infiiiential par¬ 
ties on both sides, to enter into negotiations for the amicable cession 
to them of what he had heretofore enjoyed as a member of the 
Edur family on their agreeing to waive all further claim on the 
part of their young Chief to the Jodlipore succession. Even this 
idea, however, could scarcely, I imagine, have been seriously enter¬ 
tained, so completely are all the resources of the talooka at our dis- 
posab at present, owing to its being under our direct management 
during the young Chief's minority; and whatever their inteutions 
on this subject may have been, they were instantly abandoned and the 
whole of the Sirdars assembled at Edur dispersed on their receiving 
instructions from me warning them against any direct attempt to assert 
their rights. Their conduct, indeed, throughout, under circumstances to 
them of the most trying nature, has been everything I could have 
wished, and as this makes me the more confident that they will continue 
to confine their endeavours to obtain what they consider their just rights 
to legitimate means, I have at once withdrawn the Mehta from Ahmed- 
nuggur with the less hesitation. Being, moreover, at this place, at 
no great distance either from Edur or Ahmednuggur, if any collision 
were likely to take place, I should doubtless receive infoi-mation on the 
subject in suiBScient time to enable me again to adopt such precautionary 
measures as are in my power to prevent it. 
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2. As I cannot but think; from the first part of the 3rcl paragraph 
of Mr* Secretary Curriers letter; that the R-iglit Hoii'ble the Governor 
General in Council would be desirouS; with more full information on 
the subject, to reconsider the claim of the Edur Durbar to he placed 
in possession of the Ahrnediuiggur Talooka entirely apart from any 
demand on the part of our own Government to a cession of any portion 
of the revenues of either State; and as the question; whether viewed with 
regard to the Edur interest alone or to those of this province generally, 
is by far the most important that we have been called upon to decide 
since our connection with the Mahee Kanta commenced; I feel assured 
that I shall be excused for offering the following short account of the 
present Edur family and a few further observations in support of its 
tdaim to the repossession of the Ahmednuggur Talooka;— 

3. It is how upwards of one hundred and ten years since the 
ancestor of these Chiefs succeeded in establishing himself at Edur, hav- 
ing been obliged with another brother to fly from Jodhpore on account 
of the murderous designs of their elder brother, then the reigrnng Chief 
there, against them. In one of the many fights they had with the 
BhomeyaS; or, former Rajpoot possessors of this Province, one of the 
brothers was killed, leaving no issue; the other reigned at Edur about 
twenty years, and consolidated during that period almost the whole of 
the present Edur and Abrncdnuggur Talookas; he was succeeded by his 
son, Sheo Sing, who reigned over the united principality upwards of 
forty years and left five sons. Tlie eldest, Bhowan Sing, the present 
Edur Chiefs grandfather, succeeded him; the second, Sugram Sing, 
grandfather to Maharajah Tiikt Sing, had received Ahmednuggur and the 
few villages then dependent upon it from his father, Sheo Sing, about ten 
years before his death; but the three other sons remained unprovided for. 
On the death of Bhowan Sing, which occurred within less than a month 
of that of Sheo Sing, Sugram Sing and bis oilier brothers were suspected 
of entertaining some design against the life of Bhowan Singe’s son, 
Gumbur Sing> then a boy of twelve years of age, and were either 
expelled from Edur by the Sirdars and Puttawuts of the State, or fled, of 
their own accord, to Ahmednuggur, then belonging, as already stated, to 
Sugram Sing. The three younger brothers, as was customary in these 
times, then resorted to the field to exact from their young nephew a 
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separate provision for themselveSj and, with the assistance of Sitg-ram 
Sing, succeeded one of them in establishing himself at Mourassa and the 
other at Byer j the third, who was blind from his youth, afterwards 
returned to Edur, and received for his maintenance a few villages, which are 
still dependent on that State and enjoyed by his four sons, Nither the 
Mourassa nor Byer brothers, however, left male issue, and these two 
pergutinabs in consequence have almost constantly formed subjects of 
dispute between the Edur and Ahmednuggur families up to the present 
time,—Edur claiming them as head of the family, and Ahmednuggur 
partly in right of adoption of a member of that family by the Mourassa 
Chiefs widow, and partly as having been wrested with its assistance 
by force of arms from Edur, 

4, The adopted line in Mourassa having likewise, however, become 

DGoisioii lately passed by the extinct by t he death of Maharaj ah Tiikt 

Bombay Government regard- brother in 1839, a claim Was 

mg Mourassa and proposed />, n v c i i i 

settlement of the Byer dispute advanced by the Collector or Ahmedabad 

still in abeyance. the Marwareo share of that perguiinah 

on the part of our Government, to whom the other half belongs. The 

birth of a posthumous son to the deceased Chief put a stop to this for a 

time, but the infant having died when little more than a year old, the 

point was again discussed, and it was only decided a few months ago that 

Vida Mr. Chief Secretary “ Mourassa Pergunnah should be consi- 
Beid’s letter of the 1st Juim dered as a part of the Ahmednuggur estate, 
last. No. 1189. i question as regards the original right 

of Ahmednuggur to Mourassa is notfi :^0 from argument; aiilF in recog¬ 
nizing the right of Ahmednuggur to that pergunnah, the Governor 
in Council is of opinion that Tukt Sing should be required to make 
such arrangements as will secure the better and more peaceable manage¬ 
ment of Mourassa;^ the decision of Government in regard to the suc¬ 
cession must be withheld until a satisfactory arrangement is effected/^ 
A reference was, moreover, made to the Sadder Adawliit in Bombay to 
elucidate certain points connected with the Hindoo Law of Adoption 
before this decision was come to. If, therefore, the authority of the Hindoo 
Shaster was resorted to in that case and proved favourable to his claim, 
Maharajah Tukt Sing cannot since complain if, in justice to the Edur 
Durbar, his right now to retain Ahmednuggur is submitted to the same 
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test. With regard to the Byer Pergunnah, its revenues are at present 
etijoyed by the daughter of the late (3hief, but owing to the dispute 
between Edur and Ahinednuggur regarding the eventual succession 
to it, it was placed under sequestration from this Office in 1837, and still 
continues under our direct management. An Agreement entered into 
between the former Chiefs of Edur and Ahmedniiggur only 17 years 
ago through the then Political Agent, Colonel Balantiue, has been 
proposed as the^basis of a settlement of this dispute, as it includes all 
the points at that time in discussion between the families j but although 
this has been agreed to by tbe Edur Durbar, the full consent of Maha¬ 
rajah Tukt Sing had not been obtained to it up to his leaving for 
Jodhpore. 

5. I mention all these circumstances'thus particularly to show the 
very intimate connection which has existed 
between the Edur and Ahmedniiggur families 
up to the present time. The latter has 
always been regarded, and has always allow¬ 
ed itself to be, a younger and subordinate 
branch of the Edur House, and during the 
life-time of the late Chiefs, Gumbur Sing 
and Knrrung Sing, who only died eleven and 
nine years ago respectively, and who appear 
generally to have kept on tolerable terms together, Kurrung Sing of 
Ahmeduu^gur used always to attend with his followers when required 
to accompany the Edur Chief in any of his more important military 
expeditions. The two families, moreover, have no intermediate heirs 
between them, the only other branch, as already shown, being descended 
from a younger brother, and, besides being the head of the family, the 
younger Edur Chief must be regarded, as next to Maharajah Tukt Sing's 
own son, his nearest of kin. The very great hardship to the Edur 
House of allowing the Ahmednuggur Talooka to ho transferred to 
Jodhpore, with which it has had no connection whatever for upwards of 
a century, 'will, I feel assured, from what I have stated, he sufRcieutly 
apparent to the Right Hon’ble the Governor General in Council; and it 
would not surely be requiring too much of Maharajah Tukt Sing, on his 
succeeding to one of the principal States of Eajwara, to the exclusion of 


Those particulars, given ta 
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the head branch of his own family^ to relinquish the, possessions he 
obtained; and could only; I hunibly conceive; lawfully claim as a mern** 
her of the Edur family. 

6. It not bein^ specified in Mr* ^ Secretary Curriers despatch 
whether it was considered by the Right 
Hon^ble the Governor General in Council 
that Maharajah Tiikt Sing should be allowed 
to retain Ahmednuggur in his own right as 
a dependency of Jodhpore; or to make it 
over to his son as such, or as the adopted 

son of his late brother's widow, I have only for the present announced 
to the Edur and Ahmednuggur Durbars, in withdrawing the Mehtas 
and Sowars sent by me to Ahmednuggur; that it is not as yet considered 

necessary to make any alteration in the 
management of that talooka; but I beg to 
refer to my letter of the 8th ultimo, No. 
670; for a full examination of the several 
grounds on which Maharajah Tukt Sing 
may rest his claim to retain possession of 
AhmedDuggiir, all of which I have endeavoured, according to my humble 
judgment, to refute, but which, if necessary, I trust, will be still more 
fully enquired into and submitted with this appeal to the Right Hon’ble 
the Governor General in Council. 

7. Although it is not, I believe, customary in the larger States 

Interference in oases of dis- Bajpootaaa for our Government to inter- 

fere more than is absolutely necessary in 
matters of succession or other internal ad¬ 
ministration, I feel satisfied that the Right 
Hon^ble tlie Governor General in Council 
would not allow this rule, however decisive 
in the case of the Jodhpore succession, to 
interfere with the Edur claim to Ahmed- 
nuggur, if it can be clearly shown that a 
different line of policy has always been 
pursued in disposing of similar questions which have from time to time 
arisen among the petty States in this Province and in Kattywar. The 
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puted succession and the like 
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neoesisJiiry information on this point can/ of course; bo much better 
supplied by Government; but I believe I am riot wrong in stating 
that any case of disputed succession, whether arising in the largest 
or smallest State or talooka ‘in either piwinee, would be considered 
as requiring the immediate interference of Government, and be investi¬ 
gated and decided on its own merits. The very large number of petty 
and half independent States, and the great subdivision of many of these 
amongst different branches of the same family, appear to have forced 
a greater degree of interference upon our Government, both in this 
and in other respects, than might otherwise have been necessary. A 
great part of the criminal jurisdiction of Kattywar is in our hands 
from the establishment of the Political Agent^s Court and the direct 
intervention required on the part of the Agent in settling disputes 
between the several hundreds of separate jurisdictions under his superin¬ 
tendence. In the Mahee Kanta, from the still greater subdivision of 
property, our interference is necessarily even more minute. Every serious 
case of crime and most offences of a more trivial description, unless 
concealed from the knowledge of the Agent, come under his cognizance 
in some form or other; and surely under such a state of things a 
case of disputed succession must, of all others, demand the consideration 
and decision of Government. The province is, moreover, tributary to 
His Highness the Gaekwar, and not to our Government, and this has 
lately Jed to the practice of suttee having been put clown by proclamation 
consequent on His Highness having adopted the same enlightened 
measure in'his own districts. Besides the Edur interests, therefore, 
those of His Highness the Gaekwar would appear to be in some 
degree involved in the transfer of the Ahmednuggur Talooka to 
Jodhpore. 

8. Edur and Ahmednuggur being the only States of any conse¬ 
quence in this province, it is not, of course, to be expected that I would 
quote any precedents that would be considered conclusive in their'case, 
but it may notwithstanding be proper to mention that the Eows of 
Pole, the descendants of the Bahtore family, which reigned in Edur 
for several centuries before it was conquered by the present Marwaree 
family, have for the last two or three generations succeeded to the 
guddee from the small TImkrul of Verabur in the Edur Talooka, and: 
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that when the present Rao succeeded, which was only last year, he 
left Verabur and its dependent villages, as had always been customary, to 
his next brother, although he had four sons. The Rows of Pole/are 
now likewise under Edur, the place having been taken by the late 
Maharaj Gumbur Sing. The dependence is merely nominal, however, 
and although they have now dwindled down to the greatest insignificance, 
most of their villages consisting 'of small coUections of Bheel huts, 
they still eliiig with Rajpoot pride to their ancient feelings and eiistoms, 
and are looked up to by the Bliomya Rajpoots of the province with 
the greatest respect. Their poverty, moreover, would only form an addi¬ 
tional excuse for retaining the Verabur Tknhmt, which consists of several 
small villages as well as the Chiefship of Pole, if it were not entirely 
opposed to their notions of right to do so. In this case, too, Pole and 
Verabur villages are not far apart, and both places are subject to Edur, 
whereas several considerable States, or parts of States, intervene between 
Jodhpore and Ahraediutggur, and the one is tributary to the British 
Government and the other to His Highness the Gaekwar, although 
the entire right of management of his tributaries both in Kattywar and 
the Mahee Kanta has been ceded to us by His Highness. 

9. Whatever may be the result of this appeal in behalf of the 
young Chief of Edur, I trust no apology is necessary for my having* 
ventured to make if. Besides, the question still appearing to be an 
open one, provided sufReient grounds can be shown for reconsidering 
it, I cannot but feel that the rights and interests of the young Chief 
during his minority are specially entrusted to my charge, and that iii 
neglecting them in any way I should equally fail in my duty to Govern¬ 
ment. The late Rajah of Edur died when his son, the present Chief, 
was little more than a year old, but not till he had specially recom¬ 
mended him to the protection of Mr. Ersldne, who was then in charge 
of the province. The Edur. Talooka was soon afterwards placed under 
attachment at the request of the young Chiefs mother to be taken 
care of for him during his minority. Their not having exerted them¬ 
selves in time regarding the Jodhpore succession was owing, I imagine, 
partly to most of the old adherents of the Durbar having wuthckawii 
to their own villages owing to the estate being under our direct manage¬ 
ment, and partly, no doubt, to their expectation that our Government 
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would have intei-fercd to a greater degree in regulating the succession. 
On this point, however, they have now., I am happy to state, ceased 
to complain, hut I allude to it as an additional reason for extending 
to the Durbar the assistance of our Government in the .restoration of 
the Ahmednuggur Talooka, provided they are considered under this 
further explanation to be justly entitled to it. 


From the Chief Secretary to Government of Bombay, to T. Ooiot, Esq., Assist¬ 
ant Political Commissioner for Guzerat and Resident at Baroda, in Charge, 
No. 951, dated the 21st February 1845. 

I AM directed by tbe Hon^ble the Governor in Council to acknow¬ 
ledge the receipt of your letter, dated the 9th ultimo. No. 62, forwarding 
copy of a Report from Captain Lang, Political Agent in the Mahee 
Kanta, containing farther explanation on the subject of the claim 
advanced by the Edur Durbar to the Ahmednuggur Talooka. 

2, In reply, I am desired to request that you will he pleased 
to explain why Captain Lang’s Report, which is dated the 18th Decembei 
1843, was not forwarded to Government till the 9tli lehruary 1840, 
since the circumstance of the Rajah of Edur being a minor, and, conse¬ 
quently, under the guardianship of the British Government, give him 
an additional claim for an impartial consideration of his pretensions to 
Ahmednuggur. 


From Major 0. Tiiobesby, Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the 
States of Rajpootana, to F. Cubbie, Esq., Secretary to the Government of 
India, Foreign Department,—No. 121-996, dated Ajmere, the 6th Sep¬ 
tember 1845. 

I HAVE the honour to submit the accompanying copy of a letter 
from the Political Agent at Jodhpore, No. 91, dated the 14th ultimo, 
on the question of the right of succession to the thi’ono of Marwar, 
as it rests between the two'sons of Maharajah Tukt Sing. 

2. The matter contained in this communication does not seem 
to mb to call for consideration until it can be reviewed in connection 
with the second despatch relating to the disposal of the Ahmednuggur 
principality, which is promised by Mr. Greathed, 
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From HV II. Gbeatheo, Esq., Polifcical Agent, Jodhpore, to Majou 0. Tfiokesby, 

Officiating Agent to tlie Gorernor General for the States of Ea^jpootana,-^ 

Ho. 91, dated the 14th Anglist 1845, 

The question of succession to the throne, of Jodhpore and that of 
the disposal of the principality of Ahinednuggur, both involve the 
interests of Konwnr Juswunt Sing, the eldest son of Maharajah Tukt 
Sing, and are therefore intimately connected. For this reason I deem it 
necessary to preface the Report, which it will be my duty to lay before 
you on the latter subject, by some remarks on the present state of the 
succession. I propose therefore to submit a succinct account of all that 
has been hitherto written or done on this question; and that this review 
is requisite will, I think, be apparent. 

2. Maharajah Tukt Sing has two sons; the eldest, Konwur Juswunt 
Sing, was born at Ahmednuggur in 1836-37 ; his mother is the Chief 
Ranee, the Ranawutjee of an Oodeypore family; the second (to whom a 
name has not yet been given) was born at Jodhpore on the 26th January 
1844; his mother is the 2nd Ranee, the Buttyanejee; her parents are 
inconsiderable persons, residing in the village of Osian Marwar. 

3, Koor Juswunt Sing’s name was associated with that of his 
father in the deed of adoption executed by the widows of Maharajah 

Vide letter from Political Mauii Sing, with the concurrence of the 

Nobles,and State Officers of Marwar, and he 
October 1843. was called to Jodhpore in the capacity of 

heir apparent to the throne. The deed of adoption runs thus— 

“ Laljee* (my child) Shree Tukt Sing and Motee Juswunt Singf read 
herein rny expression of affectionate deci¬ 
sion. I have adopted you, Laljee Tukt 


* Form of eadearment used 
towards a boh. 

t Form of endearment used 
towards a grandson. 


Singjee; come here therefore quickly; bring 
with you Motee Juswunt Sing.” 

4. These proceedings received the sanction of the Agent to the 
Governor General, and subsequently of the 
Right Hon-’ble the Governor General. His 
Highness the Maharajah arrived at Jodh¬ 
pore on the £9th of October 1848, havinjr 
left his son, Juswunt Sing, at Ahmednuggur. 
Jsio comment appears to have been made at the time on his non-appear- 


From Agent, Governor Gene¬ 
ral, to Political Agent, No. 1056, 
17tli October 184^ 

From A.gent, Governor Gene¬ 
ral, to Political Agent, No. 1183, 
Slat December 1843. 


viaw 
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ance. The only allusion to be fouud in the records of the OlFioe is 
contained in a note from His Highnesses Vakeel to Major Ludlow, dated 
26th October 1843, in which he requests that Oificer to apply to Cap¬ 
tain Lang, Political Agentj Maliee Kauta, not to attach Ahmed luiggur, 
as His Highness had left Koor Juswunt Sing with a suitable adminis¬ 
tration to carry on the Governnaent. 

5. Soon after His Highness's arrival at the capital, orders were 

^ ' rt received from Government by the Political 

From Agent, Governor Gene- 

rai, to Political Agent, Ho. 1188, Agent to repo rt what appeared to be the 
3otJi Doceraber 1843, feelings and desires of the Marwar Chiefs 

as to the future position and rule of the Ahmednuggur States. Major 
Ludlow states, in reply, that the Marwar Chiefs appeared to desire that 

From Political Agent, to Ahmedimggur should be considered as a 
Agent, Governor Gcnoral, No. distinct sovereignty, appertaining to Malia- 
14, I4fch January 1844. rajah Juswunt Sing by right of adoption 

by the widows of Maharajah Prithee Sing, on the assumption of 
sovereignty by Maharajah Tukt Sing. 

6. This opinion of the Chiefs with regard to Ahmednuggur may 
be inferred to have originated in the jealousy caused by the appearance 
of sundry Ahmednuggurees, claimants on bounty, in the train of the 
new Ruler. 


7. The birth of a second son was reported to have taken place on 
From Political Ageot, to ^Oth Jaimary 1844- by Captain French, 


Agent, Governor General, No. 
106, 29fch February 1844. 


Although His Highness has 


who remarks : 

another son, I esteem it a fortunate event, as 
it gives stability to the throne and lessens the cliance of its being left 
without an heir.'' From this it would appear that at that time Captain 
French did not consider the new-born infant successor to the throne. 

The Agent, Governor General, in reporting this event to Government, 

From Ageafc, Governor Ge- fi. e, the birth) 

tieral, to Secretary to Govern- may be considered of additional importance 
ment, No. 63, 4tb March ISM. reference to the influence it may have 

hereafter upon the settlement of the question of succession to the 
guddees of Marwar and Ahmednuggur." In reply, the Secretary to 
Government merely acknowledged the receipt of the despatch. 
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8. Captain French subsequently requested His Highness to afford 

. VA- 1 4 A X him an explanation of the circumstances 
I’rom Political x\gont, to ^ ^ o* 

Agent, Governor General, No. Attending the adoption of Juswunt bing 
170, Srd Apnl 184)4. by tlic widows of Prithee Sing, to whieb 

His Highnesses Vakeel repliedThat the Mahjees and Chiefs of Ahmed- 
niif>*££Ui\ in the month of Kartik Sumbut 1897 (November 184*0 a. d.), 
adopted Juswunt Sing, but that he being young, Maharajah Tukt Sing 
conducted the duties of Begent. Now Maharajah Tukt Sing is Ruler 
of Marvvav,'’' and his son rules there. The translation of the coneliul- 
ing line has been altered to agree more closely with the original, which 
is Wuhan-ka-Malikhai. 

9. This reply appears to have convinced Captain French that 
Juswunt Sing was debarred from succeeding to the Jodhpore throne; 

„ . . . for, in his memorandum on Jodhpoi’e affairs, 

From Political Agent, to ’ t i n n t 

Agent, Governor General, No. in reference to his letter. No. 106, of 29th 

684, 23ra September I844i. February (commented on in paragraph 7 

of this letter), he states On the 26th January 1844 a son was born 

to Maharajah Tukt Sing : his eldest son is on the throne of Ahmednuggur, 

so that this infant is heir to that of Marwar.^’ 

10. Actuated by this conviction. Captain French presented a 
nuzzur of five gold mohurs to the infant, who was shown to him, by 
request, at a private interview. Sanction was requested for the outlay in 

^ , the following terms:—“On the occasion of 
From Political Agent, , , 

Agent, Governor General, No. being for the first time introduced to the 

641, 28th September 1844. appai-eut to the throne of Marvvar, such 

presents are customary to the nurse and servants of an infant 

Prince in this part of the world. I thought it expedient to follow 

this harmless custom of the country, and as the accredited Agent at 

this Court to do as the Chiefs and Nobles did on, for the first time, 

being presented to their Prince Royal.” 

11. The Right HoiPble the Governor General was pleased to 
From Secretary to Govorn- sanction this outlay, and the letter from 

‘1- Secretary to Government, following the 
October 1814. style pf Captain Frenches letter, is to the 

effect that the Right Hou^ble the Governor General has been pleased to 



sanction the expenditure of five gold moburs on the occasion of the 
Agent’s first introduction to the heir apparent to the throne of Marwar. 


12. I have made particular enquiries into this matter, as the 
addition of the apparent sanction of the Supreme Government to the 
recognition of the second son as heir apparent gives the transaction a 
character of serious importance. I have questioned His Highness the 
Maharajah, his Ministers, the chief Nobles, and my own official attend¬ 
ants, and have arrived at the conclusion that Captain French was 
misinformed when he supposed the Chiefs and Nobles had presented 
nuzzurs to the child. I am tempted to think that »did” is a clerical 
error in the concluding lines of the letter above quoted, and that do 
was intended. 

13. The presentation of a nuzzur, moreover, does not constitute 
the inauguration of a Prince Royal as heir apparent. This is effected 
by the name of the Prince being added to that of the reigning Sovereign 
on the face of a public document and by certain religious ceremonies : 
the presentation of nuzzurs iu open Durbar succeeds this ceiemony. 

14. No such forms have been gone through iu favour of the 
second son of Maharajah Tukt Sing j he has not even yet received a name, 
nor in favour of Juswunt Sing, on account of his absence. 

15. No irremediable steps have, therefore, been taken at Jodhpore 
in favour of either son, and, apart from the question of Juswunt Sing’s 
adoption by the widows of Prithee Sing, nothing has occurred to 
prevenfthe British Government from complying with the wish explicitly 
expressed to me by His Highness the Maharajah, that bis eldest sou 
should be allowed to join him at Jodlipore with the view to his acknow¬ 
ledgment as heir apparent. The Maharajah hopes to obtain an acqui¬ 
escence to this project without resigning Ahmednuggur to the Edur 
family, hut I will not proceed further with this part of the question, 
which will be treated on in another despatch. 

16. The acknowledgment of Koor Juswunt Sing as heir apparent 
to the throne of Marwar will, in my humble opinion, be in accordance 
with the wishes of the Maharajah, with the election of the Mahjees 
and Nobles of Marwar, and with the right of primogeniture of the 
young Prince. 
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17. It may naturally be supposed, should J uswunt Sing’s adoption 
bar his claims to successioa to the guddee of Jodhpore, and confine 
him to the sovereignty of the petty State of Ahmedmiggur, that he 
will hereafter, when a man, consider himself aggrieved by being shut 
out from the more splendid inheritance by proceedings in which from 
youth he had no voice and bore no part. 

The object of this letter has been to clear away the misapprehensions 
that had gathered round the question of succession. 


Prom. Major C. Thoresbt, Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the 
States of Eajpootana, to F. Currie, Esq., Secretary to the Government 
of India, Foreign Department, with the Governor General—No. 41-1365, 
dated Ajmere, the 25th November 

Eerbrring to my letter to your address of the 6th September last, 
No. 996, and to its accompanying copy of a Report from the Political 
Agent, Jodhpore, on the subject of the future succession to the guddee of 
Marwar, I have now the honour to submit the second Report relating to 
the question of the disposal of the Ahmednuggur principality, whicli 
was promised by that Officer. 

3. This document and its several enclosures are forwarded in 
original, and I think they will be found to give a clear view of the 
grounds upon which Maharajah Tukt Sing holds that the now entirely 
distinct estate of Ahmednuggur does not, and ought not to, revert to the 
parent estate of Edur. 


From II. H. Greatued, Esq., Political Agent, Jodhpore, to Major Thoresry, 
Officiating Agent to the Governor Gen.ei’aJ,—No. 118, dated the 24th Octo¬ 
ber 1845. 

In obedience to the instructions conveyed through your letter, 
No. 548, of the 3rd June last, enclosing an extract from a despatch of the 
Honffile the Court of Directors, in the concluding portion of the 16th 
paragraph of which further attention is ordered to the question of the 
disposal of Ahixiednuggm’, I requested the Maharajah to favour me with 
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a fuller and more circurastantJal account of tlie grounds on wHch lie 
considers himself entitled to retain the possession of Ahmednuggur in 
his family; and with the view of facilitating a final adjustment of this 
question^ I encouraged him to state freely the aim and object he himself 
had in view. 

2. You are aware that my predecessor^ Major Ludlow; forwarded to 
your Office a translation of a khureeta from His Highness to his address 
on this question, enclosed in his letter, No. 462, of the 13th December 
1843, and that since then correspondence on the subject has remained in 
almost entire abeyance between our Offices. In that khureeta His 
Highness confined himself to an account of the origin, rise, and progress 
of his family, alluding only cursorily to the claim preferred by the Edur 
Chief; nor could more have been expected at the time, for when Captain 
Lang, the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, wrote the letters to 
which Major Ludlow^s of the above-mentioned date referred, the Edur 

wo. i- T> r*- not entirely lost all hope of 

Vi^e letter from Political ^ tit*. 

Agonfc» Maheo Kanta, to Besi- securing the Jodlqiore throne, and the subject 

dent, Baroda, 6th October I84i3. of the lapse of the Guzerat possessions of the 

successful candidate to his unsuccessful competitor was, at the time of 

Captain Lang's writing, only mentioned by that Officer in the shape of a 

proposal, to which the rival champions for the Marwar succession were to 

be called on to agree before entering the lists. But the contest had been 

settled and Maharajah Tukt Sing was seated on the Jodhpore throne 

when this proposal arrived. 

3. Up to this time even the arguments, evidence, and documentary 
proofs, on which the Edur Chief grounds his claim to Ahmednuggur, 
have not been made known to Maharajah Tukt Sing, and for this 
reason he evinced some hesitation in again entering on his defence, while 
his antagonist kept out of sight, 

4. As, however, Captain Lang had courteously forwarded to this 

Office copies of two letters written by himself 
Appendix A. this subject to the Authorities at Bombay, 

and had also written to Captain French, who officiated for me, on the 
question, I thought it best, with the view of obviating the objections 
of His Highness, to throw the main arguments adduced by Captain 



Laog into the shape of a khureeta^ and thus to afford the Maharajah 
some acquaintance with, the attack directed against him. 


5. It would, doubtless, have been more satisfactory if the argu¬ 
ments, documentary and other proofs, brought forward by the Eclur 
Chief, bad been themselves the object of reply; and if the explication of 
the Maharajah be considered inconclusive, I must beg that the disad¬ 
vantage under which he laboured be kept in mind. If Captain Langes 
letters, however, convey all the arguments the Edur Chief has to bring 
forward, I think that my khureeta will be found to contain nearly all 
the material points; such as were omitted will be alluded to hereafter. 
A translation of it will be found in Appendix A., together with transcript 
copies of the letters from Captain Lang, from which its component 
materials are drawn- 

6. The translation of Maharajah Tukt Singes reply will be found, 
with translations of the documents he has produced to support his argu¬ 
ments, in Appendix B.; translations of precedents favouring his cause 
in a secular view forna Appendix C.; and tran|lations of te.xts drawn 
from works on religion in maintenance of doctrinal points involved in 
the decision constitute Appendix D. 

7. The Maharajahkhureeta is divisible into four parts. In the 
first he argues that Ahmeduixggur has enjoyed political independence of 
Edur, the senior sister State; in the second, that the sovereignty of 
Ahmedniiggur did not become vacant by his accession to the Jodhpore 
throne; in the third, that the case should be settled according to the 
customs and usages of Rajasthan; and, in the conclusion, he submits, 
confoririably to my request, the farm of settlement which would be most 
agreeable to himself. 

8. The grant conferring the pergunnah of Ahmeclnuggur on the 
Maharajah^s grandfather, Sugram Sing, a translation of which is 
enclosed in Appendix B., No. 1, is quite unconditional of subservience in 
any shape to the parent State; and if the grant was not intended to con¬ 
fer perfect independence, the circumstances of undisputable possession 
during the remaining 17 years of the grantor, Maharajah Sheo Sing's 
life, the early death of Bhowauee Sing, and the subsequent minority of 
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Gumbuv Sing, his successor at Edur, must have facilitated the assump¬ 
tion and maintenance by Sugram Sitig and ins successor of uncon¬ 
trolled supremacy in the Ahmedmiggur State. 

9. But there is no necessity to resort to a hypothesis to prove the 
completeness of the separation which tools', place between the Edui State 
aud its offshoots, Ahmedmiggur, Mourassa, &c., for it will be seen that 
when Zalum Sing, the Chief of Mourassa, the 3rd son of Maharajah Sheo 

SeepamgraphS, No.2,Ap- Sing, Avho, according to Captoin Lang’s 
penclix A. statement, only obtained possession of Mou- 

rassa during Gurahur Sing’s life-time, died without issue, that Gum- 
bur Sing failed in his appeal to His Highness the Gaekwai and the 
British Resident of Baroda for the escheat of Mourassa to him as 
Patwee or representative of the senior branch of the family, and that 
the widows of Zalum Sing were permitted to continue their husband’s 
line and rule by the adoption of a son from the family, they piefened 
that of Ahraednuggur. This appears a marked proof of the indepen¬ 
dent footing on whicln this house was considered to stands and the 
deduction necessarily is that, if the Mourassa House, which had only been 
erected into a separate principality in the life-time of the claimant, 
Gumhur Sing, could assert such independence, that, ca^feris paridus, 
Ahmednuggur, which had been severed from Edur in the time of Gum- 
bur Sing’s grandfather, must have an equal, if not a stronger, title to a 
separate existence. 

10. In the letter alluded to in the margin of the preceding 
paragraph it is stated that Ahmednuggur was given to Sugram Sing 
about tcji years before the death of IMaharaJah Sheo Sing, while 
it is asserted in the khnreeta to have been granted sevetUeen years before 
that’event. This discrepancy is not of much importance, but may as 
well be examined. According to Captain Lang, Anund Sing came into 
Gnzerat about a. d. 1733, and, reigning 20 years, was succeeded by Sheo 
Sing, who ruled for about 4,0. Sheo Sing’s death may, therefore, ha 
dated 1792-93, and assuming the date of the grant to be correct, which 
is January 1775, the result will he found to be that Ahmednuggur was 
enjoyed by Sngram Sing for the period of 17 years previous to his 
futhei’s death, 

M 
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11. There is one instance of an apparent departure from the strict 
principle of independence hroug'lit forward by Captain Lang in the 
5th paragraph of the letter quoted above. I allude to his statement 
of the Cliief of Ahmednnggnr having always attended with his fol- 
lowerSj when required by the Edur Cliief,. on his more important expedi- 
tions. I inadvertently omitted to mention this instance in my letter to 
Maharajah Tukt Sing, bat I have been verbally assured by His High¬ 
ness that such assistance was only rendered while the Chiefs were on 
a good understanding, and did not affect the equality of the two States. 

12. As the customs and usages of Rajasthan are adduced in evidence 
in the 2n<i part of His Highness’s khureeta, it will be proper, first, to 
examine on what grounds he pleads for an appeal to their authority in a 
question affecting Ahmednug-gur, thereby placing himself in apparent 
opposition to the decree of the Hon’hle Court, promnlgated iu the 
extract of the despatch above acknowledged, by which the opinions and 
usages of Guzerat are constituted the standard of jadgmeut. 

13. But His Highness contends that the Rahtore States, established 
in Guzerat by Anund Sing and his descendants, have clung to the 
customs and usages of their native country, Marvvar, in despite of their 
separation from its soil; and I may be allowed to presume that in the 
passage above alluded to, by the usages of Guzerat, which province 
contains many races of inhabitants, the usages of the Rajpoots are 
intended. 

14. An instance in point of an appeal to the opinions and usages 
I may hero add, to account of Jodhpore by the Edur and Ahmednuggur 



city and pride to everything the margin. From these considerations t 
connected with their iathei- venture, with all deference, to draw the con- 


land as they could possibly 
have done had they never left 
it, 


elusion that au appeal to the opinions and 
usag;es of Guzerat is equivalent to,an appeal 


to what obtains in Jodhpore_, and consequently liajasthan. 
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15. I am Tiot aware whether the Pole family, the representatives 
of the Edureea fiahtores, who were dispossessed by Anutid Sing and his 
brother, to whose customs Captain Lang has drawn attention in para^ 
graph 8 of his letter numbered 2, Appendix A., maintain the same 
observance of the laws of Rajasthan. They migrated at an earlier date, 
and appear, from Colonel TodcPs Annals, to be the descendants of Soning, 
the ^nd son of Sheo Sing, who first led the Eahtores from Canouj into 
Marwar in the beginning of the 13th eentury. It may be doubted, 
therefore, laying aside the consideration of their insignificance, whether 
the customs of the Pole family form as safe a standard for the guidance 
of our judgment as precedents drawn from Rajasthan Proper. 

16. In the 2nd part of the khureeta His Highness maintains 
that the guddee of Ahmednuggur did not become vacant on his acces¬ 
sion to the Jodhpore throne, and he resists the claim of the Edur Chief 
on two grounds: the adoption of his son, Juswunt Sing, by the widows 
of Prithee Sing, and his own inherent right to retain the possession after 
his own adoption into the Jodhpore line. I do not consider tlvat 
this double title is brought forward, as is inferred by Captain Lang in 
the concluding portion of the 5th paragraph of letter No. 1, Appendix 
A., with the view of mixing up the grounds and drawing a strengthened 
title out of their fusion. The co-existeiice of the titles will, I think, be 
found to be fortuitous, and, as it constitutes the chief point of intricacy in 
the discussion, that it is rather a disadvantage to Tiikt Sing. I consider 
that the meaning of His Highness is that, but for the giving in adoption 
of Juswunt Sing to his sister-in-law, an act which appears to have 
been the result of private and not of political consideration, he would 
have been at liberty, after his accession to Jodhpore, by the usages of 
Eajastiian, to have preserved Ahmednuggur as an appendage to Marwar, 
or to have continued the separate existence of his paternal house, by 
giving a younger son in adoption to his brother's widow. The latter 
mode of disposal obtains his preference. 

17. Captain Lang in his letter to Captain French and the extract 
that accompanied it has broadly stated that the adoption of Juswunt 
Sing took place on the departure of Tnkt Sing for Jodhpore in Septem¬ 
ber 1843,* that the devd was antedated two years for the purpose of 



clerrniuling the Ecltir Cliief, and naturally e:spresses his regret that I:Hb 
H ighness should have oonclescencled to such an act of deception* It may 
appear presumptuous in me to question Captain Langes opiiiiou on a 
subject of such importance^itbe place of occurrence of which is within 
his jurisdiction; but jastiee to Maharajah Tiikt Sinwho is entitled 
to look for defence at my hands^ where it can in equity be afforded,, 
compels me to draw your attention to the vagueness of the proofs 
adduced In Captain Langes letter in support of the charge. The 
report of the Karbarce sent by that Officer to AhTnednitggur, to the 
effect that*1}he ceremony of giving in adoption took place on Tukt Singes 
departure, appears the only ground for the grave charge of falsifying a 
deed and practising a deception on the British Government. Such an 
act of meanness and trickery is, I am confident, so foreign to the charac¬ 
ter of the Rahtore Noble, that I trust I shall escape the imputation 
of credulity in giving credence to the Maharajah^s assevemtion of the 
authenticity of the deed till further and conclusive evidence of its falsity 
is produced. The document itself is drawn up in due form, and is signed 
by manj’’ persons, the necessary witnesses to such a paper, It occurs to 
me that, if the deed were antedated, the fabricators laid themselves open 
to considerable risk of detection by tbe chance, on rigid enquiry being 
instituted, of its being discovered that any one of the attesting witnesses 
was absent from Ahmednuggur on the day specified in the document, 
or otherwise prevented from being in attendance at that moment. The 
inability of a Native to recall to recollection dates in every-day-occur¬ 
rences of his own life would render such a risk very great. Such a test 
does not appear to have been instituted, nor do the attesting witnesses 
seem to have been examined, nor the document itself or its writer 
subjected to scrutiny, 

18, Captain Lang may, perhaps, consider that his previously 
formed conclusions were corroborated by a letter wuitteu to him by 
Captain French from this Agency, No. 596, ^tth October 1844, in which 
it is stated that my suspicions (alluding to the probability of Juswunt 
Sing being brought to Jodhpore) were added to yesterday by Gumbur 
Sing, brotber-in-law to His Highness, he having, in reply, said he was 
not aware of Juswunt Singes adoption, or of his being* Ruler of Ahmed- 
nuggur for Gumbur Sing is one of the attest ing witnesses. The exjda- 



nation given to me by His Highness is, that Gutnbur Sing was embar¬ 
rassed by the questions, not feeling at liberty to discuss such subjects at 
a private iuterview with the Agent without authority, and, therefore) 
shielded himself in pretended ignorance. It would have been more 
compatible with our ideas of propriety if he had stated his real reason 
for refusing to reply, but a direct refusal is contrary to the conventional 
rules of Native politeness. It is not likely, if__his name had been 
appended to a fabricated document, that he, residihg with the fabricator 
and living on his bounty, would have been unprepared with a falsehood 
to bolstetf up the forgery. I regret to swell my fleport with such 
disquisitions, but it appears necessary to clear away at once all mis¬ 
apprehensions. 

19. Considering the charge as inconclusive, I did not place the 
Maharajah ou his defence against it, and merely stated enough in my 
letter to draw forth some specific statement in his reply regarding the 
time and date of the adoption of Juswunt Sing. An account of this 
transaction and of the motives which led to it, will be found in para- 
graph 10 of His Highness’s khureeta. The reasons assigned are of a 
homely and domestic nature, and are uucouneeted with political objects. 
This may appear extraordinary, but it must be remembered that in 1841, 
the year in which the deed was drawn up, Tukt Sing had little or 
no prospect, and I fancy as little hope, of succeeding to Jodhpore. The 
records of the proceedings at this capital connected with the election 
in September 1843 of a new Ruler in the room of Maharajah Maun 
Sing, deceased, prove that the electoral body liad no settled views to 
guide tbeir choice at the time of his demise, and so little acquainted 
were they with the persons and condition of Tukt Sing and his son, 
that a deputation was sent to Ahmednuggur to report on both 
points, and to alford other information regarding other members of the 
Guzerat fhmilies. The election was deferred until the receipt of their 
Report. 

20. It is likely, therefore, that the views of Tukt Sing in 1841 
were confined to the prospect of ruling over Ahmednuggur, and that it 
was with this prospect that he entered into a family arrangement which, 
while it gratified his bereaved sister-in-law (who stands doubly in that 


94 


AnMr»NUG<n)R sitccession. 


relation to him, being the sister of the mother of Juswiint Sing), did not 
at the time pi^omise to be the source of embarrassment, into which it has 
been converted by the Maharajahelevation to the Jodhpore throne* 

21. There was evidently no intention of the adoption interfering 
with Tiikt Singes virtual possession of Ahmednnggur during his life-time, 
and it was probably on this account that the event was not formally 
published. 

22. When, however, Tukt Sing had to leave for Jodhpore, the 
consequence of Juswunt Singes adoption was felt, and he experienced the 
embarrassment of having given to another a claim on his heir 
apparent. His Highness has more than once assured me that, although 
the adoption was a family arrangement, it effectually debarred him from 
removing Juswunt Sing from the side of his adoptive mother, without 
her formally agreeing to the cancelling of the deed* The stipulation 
with which she promises her consent to this will be noticed hereafter. 

2»3. The next point to be considered is, whether the widow bad any 
right to adopt Juswunt Sing. I offer an opinion on this question with 
much diffidence, both from my imperfect acquaintance with the subtleties 
of Hindoo Law, and from the frequent modification to whicli that law is 
subjected by custom in various clans and castes. But it appears, in my 
humble judgment, that the letter of the Hindoo Laws of Inheritance and 
Adoption is inapplicable to the various questions arising out of political 
succession, as the fundamental rule of the law, a partition of the patri¬ 
mony among the sons, is in such cases supplanted by the Law of Primo¬ 
geniture. 

24. I conceive that in the private walks of life the widow of an 
elder brother, situated as the widow of Prithee Sing was, would l*ave 
succeeded to her deceased husband's property, and would, in the natural 
course of events, have adopted a nephew as her heir; but by the conven¬ 
tional rules of political succession, Tukt Sing, the younger brother, had 
an undoubted right to succeed to his elder brother, and his brother's 
widow could not have adopted her nephew without his consent nor is it 
to be supposed that Tukt Sing would give his consent if, by doing so, 
he was to be displaced by his own sou during his life-time. 
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25» But the adoption was a consolation to tile widow^ placed Jus-i 
wunt Sing in a position to perform the funeral rites of his unclcj and 
now adoptive father, Prithee Sing, and left him in the same position in 
regard to the Alitnednuggur succession. Now that the Jodhpore throne 
has fallen to Maharajah Tukt Singes lot, he wishes to continue the 
existence of his paternal house of Ahmednuggur by this process of adop¬ 
tion, substituting, with the widow's consent, a youngei* son in place of 
Juswunt Sing, whom he destines to be his heir at Jodhpore. 

26. In the concluding portion of the 5th paragraph of letter No. I, 
Appendix A., Captain Lang contends that, if Maharajah Tukt Sing and 
his son had been removed by death, the idea of his late irolker*^ widow 
being allowed to adopt a son from any other family would not have been 
entertained. This, I conceive, would be readily granted, for the right of 
adoption under such circumstances would undoubtedly have rested with 
Maharajah Tnkt Singes toidows. I say undoubtedly, because the widows 
of the Mourassa House have twice been allowed to exercise that right iu 
despite of the remonstrances of the Edur Chief. In Appendix I), will 
be found texts from Gruntbs hearing on the subject of adoption and 
inheritance. Their drift appears to be that a widow is bound to adopt a 
son, except under certain stated circumstances, with or without her late 
husband's permission, and that an adopted son does not lose his claim to 
the patrimony left by his real father provided the real father has no 
other sons. In this position the Maharajah Tukt Sing stands. 

27. I quit the subject of adoption by saying that it occurs to rao 
that Captain Lang's Karbaree mistook the promulgation of the adoption 
for the execution of the deed, and thus gave rise to the charges of 
falsification. 

28. As the giving Juswunt Sing in adoption did not vitiate Maha¬ 
rajah Tukt Sing's life interests, his inherent right to keep possession of 
Ahmednuggur, or to assign it away, may still be considered apart from 
that question. His reasonings on this subject will be found in the 2nd 
part of his khiiveeta, paragraphs 11 to 15. Tlie instance he adduces of 
his brother, Prithee Sing, who had been adopted into the Mourassa 
family, ohialning his patrimony, offers a stronger proof of the deviation 
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allowed from tbe saying of Menu, an adopted son forfeits his 

patrimony,^:* than the present claim to retain that patrimony on adoption. 
The precedents brought forward from the native annals of Eajasthan 
bear chiefly on the latter phase of the case. As I Isave appended my 
remarks to the translations, which will be found in Appendix C.; I need 
not comment on them further in this place. 

29. In tlie ooncluding part of the klmreeta Hie Highness points 
out the course he is desirous to see adopted in reference to Ahmednuggurj 
although he argues that his accession to Jodhpore did not, according to 
the usages of Rajasthan, entail upon himself the relinquishment of his 
former possessions, I am satisfied that he has no wish to see Ahmed- 
nuggar converted into an appanage of Marwar, and that his real desire 
is to preserve for his patrimonial domains a separate existence and to 
secure the maintenance of the title and honours of his paternal house. 

SO. In my letter, No, 91, of the 14th August, to your address, 
I explained all the circumstances that have occurred in i-elation to the 
question of succession to the Jodhpore throne from the date of Tukt 
Singes succession up to this time, and believe that I showed clearly that 
no steps had been taken to effect the title of the elder son, Juswunt Sing, 
to the heir apparentship of Marwar. As the giving in adoption of 
Juswunt Sing to the widow of Maharajah Prithee Sing was the spon¬ 
taneous net of Maharajah Tukt Sing, and in no ways obligatory on him, 
I conceive that the alteration of the deed by the substitution of a 
younger for the elder son, effected with the consent of both contracting 
parties and in consistence with the natural rights of the elder son, is a 
measure which I may in all humility venture to recommend. The 
adoption, moreover, of a younger sou into the direct line of Maharajah 
Prithee Sing will efiectually secure the independent existence of Ahmed- 
nuggur as a State in. the same position it occupied before the rule of 
Jodhpore devolved upon Maharajah Tukt Sing. 

31. It only remains for me now to notice some collateral argu¬ 
ments adduced by Captain Lang which I did not consider necessary to 
include in my khureeta to the Maharajah : 1, that so and policy calls 
loudly for the reversion of Ahmeduuggur to the parent State; 2, Maha- 
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rajalv Tukt Singes own expectations to succeed to Edui- in case the Chief 
of that place had obtained the sovereignty of Marwar; 3, the acqiiiescenoe 
of the Edur people, as far as it could be ascertained, in the propriety 
of such expectation. In regard to the first argument, Captain Lai)g 
has explained further on in the same letter that it is the preservation 
of the Mahee Kanta in independence of Marwar that is called for by policy. 
The footing on which Maharajah Tukt Sing is desirous that Ahmednuggnr 
should be placed will, I consider, ejQfect that object; or, should any doubts 
be entertained on the subject, it remains with the Supreme Government 
to issue such orders as it may in its wisdom consider necessary to secure the 
purpose. His Highness is quite sensible that, under any circumstance of 
tenure, Ahmednuggur must remain subservient to the authorities in the 
Mahee Kanta. Some time back, in talking over the subject with the 
Maharajah, 1 mentioned that the management of that province would 
be injuriously affected if any degree of authority was exercised bv 
Jodhpore over the concerns of Ahmednuggur, He said, in reply, that 
such exercise was out of the question, as the States were under different 
Presidencies, and that the maintenance of friendly relations was all 
he looked to. 

32. I did not insert the second argument, because it appeared to me 
to touch the consistency of Maharajah Tukt Sihg'^s conduct, and not 
the meiuts of the case ; and I omitted the third, because it had not been, 
and now never can be, submitted to the test of experiment. Without 
affirming that Tukt Sing expected, as well as hoped, to obtain Edur in 
case of his missing Jodhpore, I must own that the welkknowu 
passion of the Rajpoot for territorial aggrandizement and the consolation 
that would have been derived by the unsuccessful competition in obtain¬ 
ing his more fortunate rivafs patrimony lead me to think it very likely, 
had the Edur Chief been seated on the Jodhpore throne, that I should 
have been now urging his claim to save Edur from the clutches of the 
Ruler of Ahmednuggur. 

S3. In conclusion, I beg to express my regret at having placed 
myself in apparent antagonism to Captain Lang an*d my apologies 
for having so frequently used his name; but I did not consider it beseem¬ 
ing to call upon the Maharajah to rejdy to arginuents expressed by a 

. ^ 
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British Officer: aiid as, in justice to His Highness’s interests, it tvas 
necessary they should be answered or explained, I found myself necessi¬ 
tated to enter personally into the arena, 

P, (S.-—Since the foregoing was drafted, a third Son has been born to 
His Highness the Maharajah, as reported in iny letter, No. 117, of the 
22nd instant. The Ranawutjee, the mother of this child, is also mother of 
the eldest son, Jaswunt Singj the second is the son of the Buttyanejee. 


ABSTBACT. 

’Paragraphs 1 to 7.--Introduces the question of the disposal of the 
State of Ahmednuggur, and states the circumstances under which 
Maharajah Tukt Sing defends himself against the claim preferred by 
the Edur Chief to that principality. 

Paragraphs 8 to 11.—Discusses the question of the footing on which 
the State of Ahmednuggur stands in regard to that of Edur. 

Paragraphs 12 15.—Demonstrates that the customs and usages 

of the Guzerat Rajpoots are the same as those of Rajasthan Proper. 

Paragraphs 16 to 28.—Considers the grounds on which Maharajah 
Tukt Sing founds his claim to the retention of Ahmednuggur; remarks 
on the adoption of Juswunt Sing by the widow of Maharajah Prithee 
Sing; calls attention to the vagueness of the proofs adduced in support 
of the deed of adoption being fabricated j reviews the circumstances 
under which the adoption was made and the right of the widow to 
adopt a son. 

Paragraph 29.-—Considers the inherent right of Maharajah Tukt 
Sing to retain possession of Ahmednuggur. 

Paragraphs o.nd t!i\. — Svihmits the course of settlement desired 
by the Maharajah; recommends the substitution of a younger son in 
place of Juswunt Sing in the Ahmediuiggur adoption. 
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Paragm^yhs 33.~Notices arguments adduced by Oaptaia 


Laug and Emitted in the khureeta to the Maharajah. 

Paragraph 34,—Conclusion. 

P. xS.—Announces the birth of a third son in the family of Maha-i 
rajah Tukt Sing, 


From the Politioal Agent, Mahee Kanta, to W, S. Boyd, Esq,, Political Oommis* 

sioner and Besiclent at Baroda,—No. 670, dated the 8th November 1843, 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 2nd instant, and 
the copy of your despatch of the same date to the address of Mr. Secre¬ 
tary Willoughby which accompanied it, on the subject of the suceessiou 
to Ahmednuggar consequent on the adoption and election of Maha¬ 
rajah Tukt Sing to the throne of Marwar, I have the lionour to inform 
you that it is entirely on the ground that Tukt Sing is acting contrary 
to any Rajpoot usage which we can recognize and sanction in justice to 
the Edur State and its young Chief that I do strongly advocate the 
reversion of Ahmednuggar to the parent principality. There can, I 
imagine, be but one opinion, that sound policy calls still more loudly for 
the measure; and under the peculiar circumstances of Maharajah Tukt 
Singes succession to Jodhpore in supersession of the Edur branch of his 
own family, I should hope that the Government of India, if necessary^ 
would be disposed to take up the question on this ground alone. This is 
a point, however, which it would be presumptuous in me to press after 
having stated my humble but confident opinion that the continued tran¬ 
quillity of the Mahee Kanta for years to come will mainly depend on its 
being kept as independent of Marwar influence as it has heretofore been. 
The justice of the Edur claim to Ahmednuggar, howevei’, is a question on 
which I deem it my duty to offer a few observations, as you appear to 
entertain some doubt on the subject; and I trust in the view I have all 
along taken on this point, whichever of the two Chiefs had been adopted 
into the Jodhpore family, that 1 ha ve not allowed my idea of the policy 
of the question to interfere beyond requiring that any precedents on 
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wliicb we mig-lit sanction tbe retention by the future SoA^’ereign of Mar- 
war of a dependency in this province should be founded on some unques¬ 
tionable basis. 


2. The grounds on which Maharajah Tnkt Sing may set up his 
claim to retain Ahmednuggur in his family must, I. imagine, he one of the 
three following : Iji!, in bis own right in addition to Marwar as having 
formerly belonged to him; in the right of his eldest son> who, of 
course, was heir to it in the event of his death; and 3rd, in the right of his 
son as the adopted child of his elder brother Prithee Sing’s widow. 
Colonel Sutherland, in his reply to my letter on this subject, a copy of 
which was forwarded to you on the 6th instant, alludes to one other mode 
of disposing of the Ahmednuggur Talooka, vir., the election of a suc¬ 
cessor to Tukt Sing by the Sirdars and others having a right to choose 
a Ruler for themselves. Such a system, however, is not recognized even 
in the Edur State as far as my knowledge extends, although it has its 
principal Puttawuts and inferior Chiefs somewhat on the model of 
Marwar and the other larger States of Rajpootana; and it would never, 
1 imagine, for a moment be asserted in Ahmednuggur, which, having 
originally been merely the appanage of a younger son, has nothing pre¬ 
tending to the title of Sirdars, except two or three of the most petty 
description of Chiefs, only one of whom, as far as I am aware, enjoys 
more than the produce in grain of a single village. 

3, As regards, then, the first tenure I have mentioned on which 
Maharajah Tukt Sing may claim Ahmednuggur, that of keeping it in 
his own right, I consider it fully disposed of by the reply received by 
Government last year from the Sadder Adawlut regarding the disputed 
succession to the Mourassa Pergunnah, which decided that, according to 
Hindoo Law, an adopted son forfeited all claim to the property of his 
actual father. Having left last year’s records at Sadra for the purpose 
of being bound up, I regret that I cannot refer you to the date of the 
letter containing this decision as that of the Law Officers of the Adaw¬ 
lut in the supposititious case submitted to them, hut I think you will find 
it some time in August of last year, and I am pretty sure that I have 
rightly quoted it. If I have done so, it would surely, under the circum¬ 
stances which we are now called upon to decide on the conflicting claims 




AHMEDNOaBUE SXJCCESSIOH. 

of Etlur and Ahinednnggiir to the possession of the last mentioned 
talookaj he an act of downright injustice to decide in favour of Ahmed- 
nuggur on any contrary precedents that might be produced, or even on 
any opinion of the principal Chiefs of Bajwarra, which the preponderat¬ 
ing influence of Marwar as one of its largest States might very possibly 
succeed in obtaining in favour of Maharajah Tukt Sing's claim. 

4. With regard to the claim of Tukt Sing's son to retain Ahmed- 
nuggur as his heir, I am not aware what the decision of the Hindoo 
Law of Adoption as interpreted by the Law Officers of the Adawlut 
would be upon this point; but as there can be no doubt, from the invita¬ 
tion of the Jodhpore Ranees to the Maharajah to take his son with him 
as heir apparent to the guMee of Marwar, that they now look upon him, 
equally with his fathei’, as a scion of the Royal House of Jodhpore, it 
stands, I humbly conceive, to reason that he can have no claim to his 
former patrimony, even if the Hindoo Law of succession should sanc¬ 
tion the anomaly of a son having a right to what his father before him 
has forfeited by adoption into another family. Tukt Sing will easily, 
I doubt not, get this invitation cancelled if necessary, but its having 
been given at the time he was himself elected to succeed the late Maha¬ 
rajah Maun Sing sufficiently shows the light in which his son is regarded 
by the Marwar Authorities themselves : and in the event of anything 
happening to Maharajah Tukt Sing, his right to succeed to Jodhpore 
would, I imagine, be universally admitted to be valid, so that leaving him 
for tbe present in charge of Ahmednuggur would in reality be tanta¬ 
mount to Tukt Sing’s retaining it himself as a dependency of the Jodh¬ 
pore State, and could not, I humbly conceive, be allowed without the 
greatest injustice to the Edur Durbar, to whom the talooka originally 
belonged. The report mentioned in my letter of the 20th ultimo, of 
Tukt Sing’s having had another son born to him just as he was leaving 
Ahmednuggur for Jodhpore, turns out, I find, to be unfounded; but even 
if true, it could not, I imagine, have affected the merits of the case, the 
hirth not having been stated to have taken place till after tbe Maha¬ 
rajah's election as Sovereign of Marwar. 

6. The ground, however, on which Tukt Sing himself appears to 
consider himself entitled to retain Ahmednuggur in the family is hy 







giving his son by adoption to his late brother's widow j but I think I 
shall be able to satisfy you that this claim on his part is not only unrea- 
sonable, but altogether untenable. 1 have already mentioned Tukt Singe's 
expectation to have succeeded to Ediir had the young Chief of that 
place obtained the sovereignty of Marwar j but if the late Prithee Singes 
widow can be allowed to adopt a sou after having lost her husband 
nearly four years ago and her own son upwards of two^ the Ranee of 
Edur would surely have had a still stronger claim to adopt another son 
from the Soor branch of the family (likewise eligible for the succession) 
had her own son^ Jewan Sing, been adopted or elected to the Jodhpore 
throne. Not only, however, did Tukt Sing expect to succeed to Edur 
had this happened, hut, as far as I was able to ascertain, the Edur people 
themselves thought he would have a full right to do so j and I have the 
strongest grounds for believing that when Jewan Sing was dangerously 
ill from sraall-pox, a few months after I arrived in the Mahee Kanta, in 
the early part of 1839, many of the valuables supposed to have disap¬ 
peared from the Durbar on the death of the late Rajah Gumbur Sing, 
and about which I have lately been enquiring as forming one of the 
charges against the Ex-Minister, Chajooram, were removed by the Ranee^s 
brother, Putlioojee (of course with her consent), to their own village of 
Maimsa, under the knowledge that, if the young Chief died, the Ahmed- 
nuggur family would succeed to Edur as a matter of course. If, tlicrefore, 
Edur as the parent State would not have been allowed under such eir- 
cumstances to adopt or elect another Chief for itself, and it is thus evident 
that the parties most deeply interested in the matter had no expectation 
that such a thing could take place, it must follow as a neceSsSary conse¬ 
quence that any adoption of the kind in the junior branch of the family 
could never be permitted without gross injustice to the young Edur 
Chief} in fact, the only way in which I can account for the Ahmed- 
nuggur people for a moment imagining that the claim they have put 
forward to retain that talooka can be recognized by Government is by 
supposing that, instead of resting it on any single one of the grounds on 
which alone it could bo justly sanctioned, they mix them up together, 
and hope that the young Maharajah, Juswunt Sing, p^^i'tly as Tukt 
Singe’s heir and partly as the adopted son of his late brother, may be 
allowed, for the present at least, to represent the Ahmednuggur family. 
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trusting to Tukt Singes influence as Maliarajali of Marwar to effect 
some more perin»anentarraiigenien thereafter. It must, hovYever, I hum¬ 
bly conceive, be conceded on all hands that, if Tukt Sing and his son 
had been removed by death, the idea of his late brother's widow being 
allowed to adopt a eon from any other family would never have been 
entertained for an instant ; and in this case, if I am right in supposing 
that by Tukt Singes adoption into the Jodhpore House both he and 
his son are virtually dead as far as Ahmednuggur is concerned, the 
talooka must necessarily revert to the parent State of Edur as a matter 
of strict and undeniable right. 


From the Political Agent, Mahee Kanta, to W. S. Boyd, Esq., Political Commis¬ 
sioner and Resident at Baroda,—"No. 758, dated the 18th December 1845. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 4'th instant, No. 
976, and the copies of the instructions from the Bombay and Supreme 
Governments which accompanied it, regarding the claim advanced by 
the Edur Durbar to the Ahmednuggur Talooka consequent on Maha- 
rajah Tukt Singes succession to Jodhpore, I have the honour to inform 
you that, agreeably to the orders of the Right Hon^ble the Governor 
General in Council, I have withdrawn the Mehta and Sowars sent by 
me to Ahmednuggur, with the exception of such number of the latter 
as the ruling authorities at that place may wish to retain for their own 
protection for the present. The whole of the Maharajah\s own family, 
with the exception of his son, having lately proceeded to join him at 
Jodhpore, the time, I trust, is now past when any attempt on the part of 
the Edur Durbar to interfere directly in their own behalf was to be 
apprehended; at least, as far as I can ascertain, al\ they ever contemplated 
was throwing such obstructions as were in their power in the way of 
the Maharajah^s departure with a view to induce him, through theinteiv 
vention of influential parties on both sides, to enter into negotiations for 
the amiable cession to th em of what he had heretofore eojoyed as a 
inemher of the Edur fami ly on their agreeing to waive all fur lier claim 
on the part of their young Chief to the Jodhpore succession, E\en this 
idea, however, could scarcely, I imagine, have been seriously entertaned. 
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so completely are all the resources of the talooka at our disposal at 
present owing to its being under our direct maiiagemeut during the 
young Chief’s minority; and whatever their intentions on this subject may 
have been, they were instantly abandoned and the whole of the Sirdars 
assemWed at Edur dispersed on their receiving instructions from me 
warning them against any direct attempt to assert their rights. I heir 
conduct, indeed, throughout, under circumstances to them of the most 
trying nature, has been everything I could have wished, and as this makes 
me the more confident that they will continue to confine their endeavours 
to obtain what they consider their just rights to legitimate means, ! have 
at once withdrawn the Mehta from Ahmednuggur with the less hesita¬ 
tion. Being, moreover, at this place, at no great distance either from 
Edur or Ahmednuggur, if any collision were likely to take place, I 
should doubtless receive information on this subject in sulEcient time to 
enable me again to adopt such precautionary measures as are in my 
power to prevent it. 

2. As I cannot but think, from the first part of the 3rd paragraph of 
Mr. Secretary Carrie’s letter, that the Right Hon’ble the Governor General 
in Council would be desirous, with more full information on the subject, to 
reconsider the claim of the Edur Durbar to be placed in possession of 
the Ahmednuggur Talooka entirely apart from any demand on the part 
of our own Government to a cession of any portion of the revenues of 
either State, and as the question, whether viewed with regard to the 
Edur interests alone, or to those of this province generally, is by far the 
most important that we have been called upon to decide since our con¬ 
nection with the Mahee Kanta commenced, I feel assured that I will be 
excused for offering the following short account of the present Edur 
family and a few further observations in .support of its claim to the 
repossession of the Ahmednuggur Talooka - 

3. It is no,»■ upwards of hundred and ten years since the ancestor 
of these Chiefs .Succeeded in establishing hims-elf at Edur, having been 
obliged with another brother to fly from .To(.lhpore on account of the 
nuurderous,designs of their elder brother, then the reigning Chief there, 
against them. In one of the many fights they had with the Bhoomeyahs, 
or fpMier Rajpoot possessors, of this province;?, one of the brothers was 



killed, leavings no issue; the other reigned at Edur about 20 years, and 
consolidated during that period almost the whole of the present Ediir and 
^ Ahraednuggur Talookas. He was succeeded by his son, Sheo Sing, who 
reigned over the united principality upwards of 40 years, and left five sons. 
The eldest, Bhowaiiee Sing, the present Edur Chiefs grandfather, succeed¬ 
ed him; the second, Sugram Sing, grandfather to Maharajah Tukt Sing, 
haU received Ahmednuggur and the few villages then dependent upon 
it from his father, Sheo Sing, about 10 years before his death, but the 
three other sons remained unprovided for. On the death of Bhowanee 
Sing, which occurred within less than a month of that of Sheo Sing, 
Sugram Sing and his other brothers were suspected of entertaining some 
designs against the life of Bhowanee Sing’s son, Gumbur Sing, then a 
boy of 12 years of age, and were either expelled from Edur by the 
Sirdars and Puttawuts of the State, or fled of their own accord to 
Alimednuggiir, then belonging, as already stated, to Sugram Sing. The 
three younger brothers, as was customary in these times, then resorted 
to the field to exact from their young nephew a* separate provision for 
themselves, and with the assistance of Sugram Sing succeeded one of them 
in establishing himself at Mdurassa and the other at Byer, The third, 
who was blind from his youth, afterwards returned to Edur, and received 
for his maintenance a few villages, which are still dependent on that State 
and enjoyed by his four sons. Neither the Mourassa nor Byer brothers, 
however, left male issue, and these two pergunnahs in eonsecpience have 
almost constantly formed subjects of dispute between the Edur and 
Ahmednuggiir families up to the present time,—Edur claiming them as 
head of the family, and Ahmednuggiir partly in right of . adoption of 
a member of that family by the Mourassa Chief’s widow, and partly as 
having been wrested with its assistance by force of ^rras from Edur. 

4. The adopted line in Mourassa liaving likewise, however, become 
extinct by the death of Maharajah Tukt Sing’s elder brother in 1839, a 
claim was advanced by the Collector of Ahmedabad to the Marwaree share 
of that pergunnali on the part of our Government, to whom* the other 
half belongs. The birth of a posthumous son to the deceased Chief put a 
stop to this for a time, but the infant having died when little more 
than a year old, the point was again discussed, and it was only decided 


0 


mtsT^ 




AHMEDNTJ0GUE SUCCESSION. 

a few months ago that “the Mourassa Pergunnah shouli he considered 

,, o.-- ^ a I as a part of the Ahmednuggar Estate,” but 

Vide Mr. Chief Secretary ^ , 

Koid’s letter of the ifst June that, as " the question as regards the original 
last, No. 1389. right of Abmednuggur to Mourassa is not 

free from argument, and in recognizing the right of Ahmednuggur to that 
pergunnah, the Governor in Council is of opinion that Tukt Sing should 
be required to make such arrangements as will secure the better and 
more peaceable management of Mourassa, the decision of Government 
in regard to the succession must be withheld until a satisfactory arrange¬ 
ment is effected,” A reference was, moreover, made to the Suddev 
Adawlut in Bombay to elucidate certain points connected with the 
Hindoo Law of Adoption before this decision was come to. If, therefore, 
the authority of the Hindoo Shasters was resorted to in that case and 
proved favourable to his claim, Maharajah Tnkt Sing cannot surely com¬ 
plain if, injustice to the Edur Durbar, his right now to retain Ahmed- 
nimo'ur is submitted to tbe same test. With regard to the Byer Per- 
gunnah, its revenues are at present enjoyed by the daughter of tbe late 
Chief, but, owing to the dispute between Edur and Ahmednuggur re¬ 
garding the eventual succession to it, it was placed under sequestration 
from this Office in 1837, and still continues under our direct manage¬ 
ment. An Agreement entered into between the former Chiefs of Edur 
and Ahmednuggur only 17 years ago, through tbe then Political 
Agent, Colonel Ballantine, as been proposed as the basis of a settlement 
of this dispute, as it includes all the points at that time in discussion 
between the families j but although this has been agreed to by the Edur 
Durbar, tbe full consent of Maharajah Tukt Sing had not been obtained 
to it up to his leaving for Jodhpore. 

5, I mention all tKese circumstances thus particularly to show 
the very intimate connection which has existed between the Edur and 
Ahmednuggur families up to the present time. The latter has always 
been regarded, and has always allowed itself to be, a younger and subor* 
dinate branch of the Edur House, and during the life-time of the late ' 
Chiefs, Gumhur Sing and Kurn Sing, who only died eleven and nine 
years ago respectively, and who appear generally to have kept on tolerable 
terms together, Kurn Sing of Ahmednuggur used always to attend 
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with his followers when required to aecompaniy the Edur Chief in any 
of liis more important military expeditions. The two families^ moreover, 
have no intermediate heirs between them, the only other branch, as already 
shown, being descended from a younger brother; and besides being the 
head of the family, the young Edur Chief must be regarded, as next to 
Maharajah Tukt Singes own son, his nearest of kin. The very great 
hardship to the Edur House of allowing the Ahmednuggur Talooka to 
be transferred to Jodhpore, with which it has had no connection whatever 
for upwards of a century, will, I feel assured, from what I have stated, 
be sufficiently apparent to the Bight Hon^ble the Governor General in 
Council, and it would not surely be requiring too much of Maharajah Tukt 
Sing, on his succeeding to one of the principal States of Rajwarra to the 
exclusion of the head branch of his own family, to relinquish the posses¬ 
sions he obtained, and could only, I humbly conceive, lawfully claim as a 
member of the Edur family, 

6. It not being specified in Mr. Secretary Currie's despatch whether 
it was considered by the Right Hon'ble the Governor General in Council 
that Maharajah Tukt Sing should be allowed to retain Ahmednuggur in 
his own right as a dependency of Jodhpore, or to make it over to his son 
as such, or as the adopted son of his kte brother's widow, I have only for 
the present announced to the Edur and Ahmednuggur Durbars, in with¬ 
drawing the Mehta and Sowars sent by me to Ahmednuggur, that it is not 
considered as yet necessary to make any alteration in the management of 

that talooka; but I beg to refer to my letter 
of the 8tb ultimo, No. 670, for a full exami¬ 
nation of the several grounds on which 
Maharajah Tukt Sing may rest his claim to 
retain possession of Ahmednuggur, all of 
which I have endeavoured, according to my 
humble judgment, to refute, but which, if necessary, I trust, will be still 
more fully enquired into and submitted with this appeal to the Right 
Hon'blo the Governor General in Council. 

7. Although it is not, I believe, customary in the larger States of 
Rajpootana for our Government to interfere more than is absolutely 
necessary in matters of successiotti or other internal administration, I 
feel satisfied that the Right Hon'ble the Governor General in Council 


Fully stating the throe dif¬ 
fer enfc grounds of claim which 
Maharajah Tukt Sing may 
advance to retain Ahmodnug- 
gur in his family, and separately 
mentioning the objections to 
the validity of each of them. 
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would not allow this rule^ however decisive in the case of the Jodhporc 
succession, to interfere with the Edur claim to Ahmedniiggur, if it can 
be clearly shown that a different line of policy has always been pursued in 
disposing of similar questions which have from time to time arisen among 
the petty States in this province and in Kattywar, The necessary infor¬ 
mation on this point can, of course, be much better supplied by Govern¬ 
ment ; but I believe I am not wrong in stating that any case of disputed 
succession, whether arising in the largest or smallest State or talooka in 
either province, would be considered as requiring the immediate interfer¬ 
ence of Government, and be investigated and decided on its own merits* 
The very large number of petty and half-independent States and the 
great subdivision of many of these amongst different, brandies of the 
same family appear to have forced a greater degree of interference upon 
our Government, both in this and in other respects, than might otherwise 
have been necessary. A great part of the criminal jurisdiction of Rat¬ 
ty war is in our hands from the establishment of the Political Agent’s 
Court and the direct intervention required on the part of the Agent in 
settling disputes between the several hundreds of separate jurisdictions 
under his superintendence. In the Mahee Kanta, from the still greater 
subdivision of property, our interference is necessarily even more 
minute. Every serious case of crime and most offences of a more trivial 
description, unless concealed from the knowledge of the Agent, come 
under his cognizance in some form or other, and surely under such a 
state of things a case of disputed succession must of all others demaiid 
the consideration and decision of Government. The province is, more¬ 
over, tributary to His Highness the Gaekwar and not to our Govern¬ 
ment, and this has lately led to the practice of Suttee having been put 
down by proclamation consequent on His Highness’s having adopted 
the same enlightened measure in his own districts. Besides the Edur 
interests, therefore, those of His Highness the Gaekwar would appear to 
be in some degree involved in the transfer of the Alimeduuggur Talooka 
to Jodhpore. 

8. Edur and Ahmednuggur being the only States of any conse¬ 
quence in this province, it is not, of course, to be expected that I could 
quote any precedents that would be considered conclusive in their case ; 
but it may notwithstanding be proper to mention that the Raos of Pole, 
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the descendants of the Rahtore family, which reigned in Edur for several 
centuries before it was conquered by the present Marwaree family, have 
for the last two or three generations succeeded to the guddee from the 
small Theekrat of Verahur in the Edur Talooka, and that, when the 
present Rao succeeded, which was only last year, he left Verahur and 
its dependent villages, as had always been customary, to his next 
brother, although he had four sons. The Raos of Pole are now 
likewise under Edur, the place having been taken by the late Maha- 
raj Gumbur Sing. The dependence is merely nominal, however, and 
although they have now dwindled down to the greatest insignifi¬ 
cance, most of their villages consisting of small collections of Bheel 
huts, they still cling with Rajpoot pride to their ancient feelings and 
customs, and are looked up to by the Bhoomeyah Rajpoots of the 
province with the greatest respect. Their poverty, moreover, would 
only form an additional excuse for retaining the Verabur Theekrat, 
which consists of several small villages, as well as the Chiofship of 
Pole, if it were not entirely opposed fo their notions of right to do 
so. In this case, too, the Pole and Verabur villages are not far apart, 
and both places are subject to Edur, whereas several considerable States, 
or parts of States, intervene between Jodhpore and Ahmednuggur, and 
the one is tributary to the British Government, and the other to 
His Highness the Gaeknmr, although the entire right of management 
of his tributaries both in Kattywar and the Mahee Kanta has been 
ceded to us by His Highness. 

9. Whatever may be the result of this appeal in behalf of the 
young Chief of Edur, I trust no apology is necessary for my having 
ventured to make it. Besides, the question still appearing to be an 
open one, provided sufficient grounds can be shown for reconsidering 
it, I cannot but feel that the rights and interests of the young 
Chief during his minority are specially entrusted to my charge, and 
that in neglecting them in any way I should equally fail in my duty 
to Government. The late Rajah of Edur died when bis son, the 
present Chief, was little more than a year old, but not till he had 
specially recommended him to tlie protection of Mr. Erskine, who was 
then in charge of the province. The Edur Talooka was soon afterwards 
placed under attachment at the request of the young Chiefs mother. 
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to be taken care of foi- him during his minority. Their not having 
exerted themselves in time regarding the Jodhpore snccession was 
owing, I imagine, partly to most of the old adherents of the Durbar 
having withdrawn to their own villages owing to the estate being under 
our direct management, and partly, no doubt, to their expectation that 
our Govenunenb would have interfered to a greater degree in regulating 
the succession. On this point, ho^vever, they have now, I am happy 
to state, ceased to complain, hut I allude to it as an additional leasou 
forextending to the Durbar the assistance of our Government in the 
restoration of the Alimednuggur Talooka, provided they are considered 
under this further explanation to be justly entitled to it. 


Trauslatioii of a khureeta from tbs Political Agent, Jodhpore, to His Highiioss 
the Maharajah,—-dated the 27th August 1845. 

I itAVi!! on lorraer occasions rerpiested you, through your Vakeel and 
at our personal interviews, to state your claims on Ahmedmigguv. hly 
reasons for doing so are these: That, on account of your succession to 
the Jodhpore Throne, the Ruler of Edur lays claim to AhmednnggUr, 
and his grounds for doing so, as gathered from the letters of Captain 
Lang (Political Agent, Mahee Kanta), are as follows He states that 
Ahmedmiggur has been always connected with Edur, and was formerly 
in possession of his ancestors; that, on the demise of the (posthumous) 
son of Maharajah Prithee Sing, you succeeded to the Government of 
Ahmednuggur, hut now yon have ascended the Jodlipore Throne, and 
that your son, Juswunt Sing, has been named your heir apparent. Con¬ 
sequently, as, according to the Shusters, an adopted sou forfeits lii.s 
patrimony, .\limedunggur remains without a master, and escheats to 
him .as head of tlie family. Purther, Captain liimg mentions that for 
two generations the Chiefs of the State of Pole, which belongs to 
the Edureea Rabtores, who are subject to Edur, has been adopted from 
the Thcekrat of Vevahur, aud notwithstanding the adopted had issue, 
they abandoned their patrimony of Verahur to their hrotliers on suc¬ 
ceeding to the possession of Polo. These are the Edur Rulers’ direct 
claims to Aliraednugguu, and in regard to the adoption of Juswunt Sing 
by the widow of Maharajah Prithee Sing, he asserts that it took place 
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on your clepartare from Alnnetlmig'gw for tioclliporo, and thafc such an 
adoption was unlawful, because, after the death of Bulwant Sing, the son 
of Maharajah Prithee Sing, you yourself succeeded to the throne of 
Ahmednuggur, and therefore the widows of Maharajah Prithee Sing 
no longer had the right of adopting a son. 

Thi^ ease has been submitted to the Bombay Government, and has 
been forwarded to the Hon^ble Court of Directors, who have directed 
further enquiry to be made into the claims of both parties, and more¬ 
over laid down that this case should be decided according to the cus¬ 
toms of Guzerat, not of Rajasthan, For these reasons, as your letter 
on the subject to Major Ludlow was not sufficiently explicit, I must 
trouble you to enter more fully into it, and to produce such proofs, docu¬ 
mentary and otherwise, as you may possess, and to state clearly what 
object you have in view. 


From the Political Agent, Maheo Kanta, to Oavtain FaENcir, Officiating Politi¬ 
cal Agent, Jodhpore,—ISTo. 638, dated the Slst October 18 i4. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of tlie 24th instant re¬ 
garding the succession to the Ahmedimggur State on His Highness Tukt 
Singes adoption and election to the throne of Marwar, and the wish of 
Maharajah Juswunt Singes mother and uncle to get him recognized as 
heir to his father on his new kingdom, in preference to a younger son 
born since His Highness went to Jodhpore, I have the honour to inform 
you that, on Tukt Singes departure from Ahmednuggur in October last 
year, I sent a Karkoon and some Sowars to escort him as far as Pahluupore, 
and another to take charge of the Ahraednuggar Talooka, considering that 
there could be no doubt but the right of Edur to have it re-annexed to tliat 
State would be recognized by Government. Maharaj Juswunt Sing wrote 
to me in consequence that bis father on leaving bad maclebim 
of Ahmednuggur, and I received a letter to the same effect from His 
Highness Tukt Sing from Pahlunpore. Neither of them, however, at that 
time alluded to Juswunt Singes adoption by the widow of Prithee Sing, 
I was informed, however, by my Karkoon that a day or two before leaving 
Ahmednuggur the form of giving Juswunt Sing to this lady by adop¬ 
tion had been gone through, and in December I received from Government, 
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for my report, copy of a representatioB froBi the young Maharaj com¬ 
plaining of my having placed an attachment on the taloota, in which he 
stated that he bad been adopted by his aunt, and sent copy of the deed of 
adoption for the information of Government, with a number of other 
documents, in support of his claim to retain Ahmednuggur. Copies of 
these were not furnished to me till afterwards, hut in April last you sent 
me copy of a memoranclum in UindoBtanee from His Highness Tukt 
Singes Vakeel stating that Juswunt Sing had been adopted on the death of 
Prithee Singes own posthumous child : and I found, on receiving a copy 
of the deed of adoption from Government, that it had been antedated two 
years, in order to make it appear that from that period Juswunt Sing, 
and not Tukt Sing, had been Rajah of Ahmednuggur. This circumstance 
was pointed out in a letter of the 28th ultimo to the Assistant and Poli¬ 
tical Commissioners^ address regarding the affairs of Ahmednuggur, an 
extract from which I lately sent you privately, and now beg to forward 
a copy of the deed of adoption here alluded to, in which Gumbur Singes 
name appears as one of the witnesses. 

2. In December copy of Mr. Secretary Currie'^s letter to the 
Bombay Government, dated 13th November 1843, was received, and, as 
directed therein, the attachment I had imposed on Ahmednuggur was 
withdrawn, and the talooka has since been managed by the Karharee 
left in charge by Tukt Sing, but with Maharaj Juswunt Sing as its 
nominal Chief. No formal installation, however, has taken place, nor is 
such usual or necessary in this part of the country to confirm a title of 
succession; but the Ranee of Edur has appealed to Government on behalf 
of her son, the minor Chief of that State, against Juswunt Singes being 
allowed to retain Ahmednuggur after his father'^s election to Jodhporo, 
and copies of her representation have been sent to the Eight Hoii^ble 
the Governor General of India and the Hon^ble the Court of Directors 
with regard to Juswunt Sing’s adoption by his aunt to succeed to 
Ahmednuggur. There can scarcely, I conceive, be any difference of opinion 
as to its illegality, inasmuch as the property had been rightfully inhe¬ 
rited by Tukt Sing two years before; but even otherwise, if any sanc¬ 
tion or confirmation of such a measure is required on the part of our 
Government, it must be considered altogether invalid, as none was either 
applied for or granted; and as it appears, to me to have been done in order 
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to defraud the young Edur Chief out of what the Ahmedmiggur Au¬ 
thorities would seem, from antedating the paper themselves, to think 
must otherwise revert to him as a matter of right, I should think that, 
even if the adoption could be held in any way valid. Government would 
be disposed on this ground to disallow it. All the members of the Edur, 
Ahmednuggur, and Soor families have always, I beg to add, been allowed 
the title of Maharaj in this province. 

8. As regards the wish of Juswunt Sing’s mother and uncle to 
see him recognized as heir to his father in Marwar, it seems to me most 
natural, and must, I think, likewise be the secret desire of His Highness 
himself, or will eventually in all human probability become so. I alluded in 
some of my former letters on this subject to the future claim of. Juswunt 
Sing if he survives his father to succeed to the guddee of Marwar as 
one of the many serious objections to the present arrangement, and as 
Captain Ludlow in his letter of the 15th October 184.8, informing me of 
Maharajah Tukt Sing’s election to Jodhpore, likewise stated that his son, 
Juswunt Sing, had been invited by the Ranees of the late Maun Sing to 
accompany him “ as the Heir Apparent of Marwar,” we could not, in my 
humble judgment, do better than encourage the present feeling and 
endeavour to prevent future intrigues on this point in Marwar, and at 
the same time to remedy the injustice complained of by the Edur Autho¬ 
rities by at once allowing Juswunt Sing to join his father at Jodhpore 
and re-annexing Ahmednuggur to its parent State of Edur, a suitable 
provision being, of course, made for all the ladies and other dependants 
of the Ahmednuggur family during their life-time. I have not, how¬ 
ever, I beg to add, heard of any intention to send Juswunt Sing to Jodh- 
pore, and do not think that the Ahmednuggur Authorities would will¬ 
ingly part with him till they get some arrangement, either promised or 
effected, for their own maintenance for the future. Should any intention 
of the kind transpire, however, I shall, of course, endeavour, to the utmost 
of my power, to prevent their sending Juswunt Sing away till I hear 
from you that he would be welcome to Jodhpore, or till Government 
decides that he should be allowed to join his father there; but I am sorry 
to have to add that so little attention has been paid to my wishes and 
injunctions by the Karlaree in charge of Ahmednuggur since Maharajah 


p 






114 


ABlVIEDNUaGUE SUCCESSIGPT, 


Tukt SingV departure to Jodhpore, that it is perfectly possible they inay 
send him off without consulting me on the subject* If I hear of any¬ 
thing of the kind, however, you shall have the earliest intimation I can 


give you about it. 


Extract of a letter from Oaptaix W. Lai;g, Political Agent, Mahee Kanta, to the 
address of T. Ogilvy, Esq., Assistant Political Commissioner and Resident 
in Charge, Baroda,—No. 574, dated the 2Sth September 1844. 

Paragfaph 3.—1 take this opportunity to return the representation 
which was made to Government by the young Eajah of Ahmednuggur 
regarding my having sent an attachment on that talooka on his father^s 
departure for Jodhpore, and which was forwarded for my report at the 
time, and has since been returned to me with its several accompaniments, 
as requested, as you will find on referring to Mr. Chief Secretary 'Wil¬ 
loughby's letter on the subject of the 16th May last. No reply from me 
can be required, I fancy, to the several allegations it contains regarding 
iQy proceedings in attaching the talooka with a view to secure to the 
young Edur Chief what I conscientiously and firmly believed to be his just 
and undeniable rights, as the whole of my proceedings regarding every 
part of the Jodhpore and Ahmednuggur succession questions were fully 


reported in my letters, written at the time, 
as quoted in the margin. I beg, however, 
to state that of the accompaniments to the 
Maharajah's representation, that purporting 
to be his adoption by the widow of Prithee 
Sing, the former Eajah of Ahmednuggur, is 
antedated two years, in order to make it 
appear that he was adopted when this lady 
lost her own infant child in September 1841, 
as reported in my letter of the 4th October 


SOfch September 1843. 
6th October „ 


7th ditto 
20fch ditto 
22nd ditto 
28th ditto 


1st November 


3rd ditto 
6th ditto 
8th ditto 
8th .ditto 
26th ’ditto 


18tli December 


of that year, and that he, and not Maharajah Tukt Sing, had, consequently, 
been Kajah of Ahmeduuggnr from that period. I find from a memo¬ 
randum given hy the Maliaraj of Jodhpore to the Political Agent there 
some months ago that it is upon this ground His Highness now claims 
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Ahmednuggur as tlie inheritance of his son j but there is no question that 
Tukt Sing himself succeeded his infant nephew in possession of Ahmed- 
nuggur, and retained possession of it as Rajah up to the time of his 
election in October last to the gnddee of Marwar, when a day or two 
before his departure he gave his son to his brother’s widow, as reported 
in my letter of the 28th of that month, and explained in the communi¬ 
cation from my Head Karkoon forwarded therewith. T much regret that 
the Maharajah should have condescended to this act of deception, hut 
I deem it my duty, in justice to the young Chief of Edur, to mention 
it as a strong proof of the untenable nature of the Maharajah’s claim 
to retain Ahmednuggur for his son if examined and decided on its own 
merits alone. 1 beg therefore to annex a translation of both these 
papers, and I may likewise add that no mention of this adoption was 
ever made by Maharajah Tukt Sing in any of his letters to me, nor 
any application preferred to obtain for it the sanction of Government, 
without which, agreeably to the usage which prevailed upon His High-, 
ness the Gaekwar managed this province through his own officers, the 
adoption would, I imagine, have been considered altogether invalid, to 
say nothing of the attempt to impose upon our Government by ante¬ 
dating the writing, So as to make it appear altogether unconnected with 
the sucession to Jodhpore. 


Translation of a Deed of Adoption given by the widow of Pkithee Sing.tee, 
Sjbsodxjnjee, to her iiephe’w, JtJSWUNX Sing. 

CONSIDEEING you a child, I have adopted you, taking you into my 
lap. Do you therefore look after and preserve your property, horses, 

Rajpoots, putta, country, servants, Ahmed¬ 
nuggur, Mourassa, Meghurj, and Byer; take 
care of the country and enjoy it. I have 
adopted you after the death of my son, Bul- 
wunt Sing. Be obedient and respect my 
authority in every way; live for many years, 
and enjoy your kingdom. 1 have given this 
writing with my free will and consent, being 
in full possession of all my faculties, and signed by roy own hand. I 


JVofe.—The actual date of this 
adoption, as reported by my 
Karkoon, was Thursday, llth 
Assar Wud Sumbut 1899, or 
19th October 1843. The late 
Kajah’s posthumous child died 
on Tuesday, l3th, 1st Assar 
Sood Sumbut 1897, or 28th Sep¬ 
tember 1841. —(Sd.) Wm, Lang, 
Voltl, Agent, 
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have acted in this business according to the request of my deceased 
husband, taking the advice of all concerned. Veerpoora testifies that 
such was the wish of the deceased Rajah; Reshwajee speaks to the 
same fact. 

Sumhut 1897 Asvud \^th day (blank). 


(Sd.) 


Thakoor Raj Singjee Shree Singjee. 
„ „ Kesree Sing Man Singjee. 

„ „ Kushun Sing Chun Singjee. 

„ „ Mahadjee Dogur Wala. 

„ „ MAHAnoo Sing of Nikora, 

„ Aomjee Bhaee. 

„ Ghumbheer Sing. 

„ Bharate Kaujee Oomed Singjee, by 

the hand of Goolab Sing. 

Dewrow Kasee of Veezapore. 

Thakoor Raj Singjee Salim Singj.ee 
of Mahumpore. 

The above has taken place in accordance with the orders the Prithee 
Singjee had signed. Jusjee Lall Bhaee Mahajee Phuttehkoor admits that 
she has been consulted, and the above has taken place with her will and 
consent, as also in accordance with the wishes of the deceased Rajah. 


Statement made by Russoon, Meer Moonshee, Vakeel of His Highness Maha¬ 
rajah Tukt Singjee of Jodhpore, to Captain French, Political Agent. 

On the 3rd of April 1844 I was questioned by you as to when 
Maharaj Prithee Singjee had adopted Maharaj Koor Shree Juswunt 
Singjee; I accordingly communicated this to His Highness Maharaj 
Tukt Singjee, and was informed that in the month of December 1839 
Suvunt 1896 (Kartik) Maharaj Prithee Singjee^s health became indis¬ 
posed, On getting much worse, all the Sirdars, Puttaets, Mootsuddyan 
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(Karbarees)> Khowas, Paswans^, assembled and enquired of tlie Maharaj 
tbatj in the event of his not recovering, who was to be their master? He 
replied that Ranee Shee Sesodtinjee had hopes; should she produce a son, 
he was their Lord; but if these hopes were not realized, then Maharaj 
Juswunt Sing was to be their Lord, After this Maharaj Prithee Sing 
died on 29th January 1840, Suvunt 1896, Magsur Sood 1st. The above- 
mentioned Ranee Sesodunjee produced a boy, who was named Bulwunt 
Singjee; he died in October 1840, Suvunt 1897, Asvud 4th. Maharaj 
Prithee Singjee had three wives (Ranees), Sesodunjee, Keswajee, and 
Veerpoora. The above Ranees, including the Sirdars, Mootsudda, 
Khowas, Paswans, &e,, all assembled, aiid in the month of November 
1840, Suvunt 1897, Kartik, Maharaj Shree Juswunt Singjee was 
adopted. He was at the time very young; in consequence Maharaj 
Tukt Singjee was consulted, and the affairs of the State conducted. 
Maharaj Tukt Singjee has since succeeded to the Throne of Jodhpore 
and become lord of Marwai’, Maharaj Shree Juswunt Singjee remaining 
Lord of Ahmednuggur. The above is written for your information. 


Translation of a khureeta from His Highness the Mahao’ajah of Jodhpore, to 
the Political Agent,—dated the 6th October 1845. 

In regard to what you have written concerning the claim preferred 
by the Chief of Edur to the possession of Ahmednuggur in consequence 
of my accession to the sovereignty of Jodhpore, and in respect to your 
exposition of the arguments advanced by him in support of that claim, 
as gathered from the letters of Captain Lang, Political Agent, Mahee 
. Kanta, maintaining* that Ahmednuggur has from of old been connected 
with Edur, and was formerly in the possession of his ancestors, my 
friend, I will prove that the claim and arguments are groundless. 

2, For, subsequent to the death of Maharajah Anund Sing, son 
of Maharajah Ajeet Sing of Jodhpore, Maharajah Sheo Sing, the son 
of Anund Sing, conferred, in the fullness of his favour and bounty, the 
pergiumah of Ahmednuggur on his (2nd) son, Sugram Sing, my great¬ 
grandfather. This occurred in Sumbut 1830 (a. n. 1773) that is during 
Maharajah Sheo Singes life-time, and 17 years before his death, A copy 
of the Sunnud accompanies this letter. 
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3. Each (of Maharajah Sheo Sing’s sons), being in possession of 
his own dominion, exercised therein the powers of sovereignty according 
to his own judgment and unfettered discretion, each being independent 
of fcbe other. 

4. Subsequently, when Maharajah Gumbnr Sing of Edur, becoming 
dissatisfied with his own share, notwithstanding that he again and again 
tested the consequences of dissension and experienced the mortification 
and disgrace of discomfiture, and acknowledged his error by entering 
into a Treaty and giving the security of trustworthy men, nevertheless he 
allowed but a short time to elapse before, oblivious of his engagement 
and security, he preferred claims before His Highness the Gaekwar, and 
procured the attachment of the other property, meaning Mourassa, which 
bad fallen into the possession of Ahmednuggur. 

5. His Highness the Gaekwar, in communication with the British 
Besident, removed the attachment, and reinstated, the owner in complete 
possession as soon as he became acquainted with the rightfulness of my 
(ancestor’s) claim, actuated thereto by a sense of justice and guided 
by the written opinion of Maharajah Maun Sing of Jodhpore. 

6. For these States (Edur, Ahmednuggur, and others) maintained a 
connection with Jodhpore, which is their source and origin. 

7. From that day to this the bond of amity and the ties of 
concord between Edur and Ahmednuggur were so completely severed 
and broken, that on our part, in writing such public documents as Agree¬ 
ments, Treaties, and Deeds of Adoption, the first of all pledges entered 
therein was to abstain from all intercourse and connection with Edur. 

8. Moreover, from that time to this, under all circumstances and 
changes of fortune, we of Ahmednuggur have continued to act indepen¬ 
dently and according to what seemed fit and proper to ourselves; so 
on what plea can their pretension (to connection with Ahmednuggur) 
be entertained ? 

9. In regard to what the Edur Chief has advanced on the subject 
of my having become the Ruler of Ahmednuggur on the death of the 
son of Maharajah Prithee Sing, and my being now the Sovereign of 
Jodhpore, and in respect to (my son) Koor Juswunt Sing having been 
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eummoned to Jodhpore ia the capacity of heir apparent, and on the 
subject of an adopted son forfeiting*, according to the Dhurm Shasters, 
all claim to his original patrimony, and of the vacancy consequently 
occurring at Ahmednuggur, which he therefore considers should escheat 
to him (Javer), that all these assertions are for the following reasons 
void of reality :— 

10. It has 'already been mentioned in former letters that on the 
demise of Bulwunt Sing, the sou of my brother, Maharajah Prithee Sing, 
in Sumbut 1897, a. d. 184*U42, I allowed my sister-in-law to adopt my 
son, Koor Juswunt Sing, permitting this in disregard of all worldly 
consideration, self-convenience, and advantage in despite that at that 
time Juswunt Sing was my only son, solely on account of the grief 
and bereavement of my sister-in-law, and because I could not permit 
her to remain broken-hearted. 

Under these circumstances, Koor Juswunt Sing being alive, how 
can the Edur Chief maintain that the sovereignty of Ahmednuggur 
is vacant? 

1L In respect to an adopted son forfeiting his own patrimony, I 
must make this remark, that Beerpooreejee and Baghaleejee, the widows 
of Maharajah Purtab Sing, adopted my elder brother, Prithee Sing (the 
usual pledge of abstaining from all intercourse with the Edur House being 
introduced in the Deed of Adoption), and that subsequent to this ceremony 
in the Sumbut year 1875, 13th Jet Sudh, I was born, and that in 1891 
the demise of my father, Maharajah Kura Sing, took place, when, not¬ 
withstanding my existence, Maharajah Prithee Sing, who was Ruler by 
right of adoption of Meghur and Mourassa, succeeded to the sovereignty of 
Ahmednuggur, the paternal domain, and governed and possessed as long 
as he lived both States, Ahmednuggur, in addition to Mourassa, on 
the same footing that Maharajah Kurn Sing had done. 

12. Now, supposing that the rule above laid down by the Edur - 
Chief had applied to my house and family, I ought to have succeeded to 
the Government of Ahmednuggur on the death of my father, and Prithee 
Sing should have forfeited it as being the paternal domain. 

13. Thus, if the Edur Chiefs position be correct both by the right 
of the past and present, the Raj of Ahmednuggur belongs to me, and by 
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the custom of Rajasthan the right and title to an original possession 
does not become invalid, and is not set aside by the acquisition of 
another heritage and dominion. 

14. On the grounds of my complete title^ I am (in my own 
Opinion) at liberty to bestow the possession (of Ahrnednuggur) on whom¬ 
soever I please, who may stand in near relation to me, either on Maha¬ 
rajah Juswunt Sing, or on the Kanee of Maharajah Prithee Sing. 

15. Since the adopted son of Prithee Sing is my child^ who can be 
said to stand in closer relation than he, Juswunt Sing, who is not only the 
adopted son of my late brother, but also the natural heir to Ahrnednuggur. 
The possession should therefore revert to him, and not to the Edur Chief. 

16. Further particulars on this subject will be gathered from a 
collection of extracts from the Dhurm Shaster and from an epitome of 
the customs and usages of Rajasthan refuting the assertions of the 
Edur Chief. 

17. Next, in regard to what you have brought forward, on the 
authority of Captain Lang, respecting the blouse of Pole belonging to 
the Edureea Rah tores, who are subject to Edur, to the elfect that the 
widow of that house adopted the possessor of Veerahur, and that he, not¬ 
withstanding he had issue, surrendered his patrimony to his brothers on 
becoming the Lord of Pole, I have to remark that besides that, even if 
the facts of the case are passed over unquestioned, it is of itself not to be 
relied on, for this person, the owner of Pole, is a dependant and a subject 
of the Edur State; and even if I abandon this objection, how can this case 
affect me? It may happen that a person chooses for some reason or 
another to give away or abandon his bouse and chattels; ffe is at liberty 
to do so, and this may be the caprice of the Lord of Pole, but forfeud 
that, all Rajasthan and other places should be guided by his example. 

18. That only can he considered a precept and precedent which is 
universally adopted to put a stop to strife and disputes. With this end 
parallel cases and the precepts current in Rajasthan (on this subject) are 
appended to this letter. 

19. Moreover, in my own opinion and that of other persons of 
discrimination, the Raees of Pole displayed an erroneous notion of right 
in inflicting an injury on the interests of his son. 
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, 20. Next in regard to your assertion that this case should be settled 

according to the customs of Guzerat, and not agreeably to the usages of 
Rajasthan. How can it be that, while Jodhpore of Marwar is the father- 
land, the original dwelling place, the native country, the source and 
origin of myself and my ancestors, questions affecting me are to be 
decided according to the usages of Guzerat? 

21. I have never heard that wheivEasterns migrate to the West and 
Southerns visit the Norths although they change their residence and bid 
adieu to their fellow-inhabitants, that they likewise have to alter the 
customs and usages of their own families. If my argument is correct, 
then let the decision of the case under consideration, which is clearly proved 
and established in my favour (by the reasoning I have adduced), be allowed 
to turn on the customs of Rajasthan, or the usage of my ffunily. 

22. And with reference to the last proposition, it will be most 
clearly seen, from what has gone before, that when the c^ise of Meghurj and 
Mourassa was brought before His Highness the Gaekwai', that Maha¬ 
rajah Gumbur Sing of Edur appealed to the customs and usages of 
Rajasthan in support of his claim; while, on the other hand, my ancestor 
also, to establish his right and to set forth the customs and usages of his 
family, procured a letter on these points from Maharajah Maun Sing 
of Jodhpore to His Highness the Gaekwar, and the case was disposed of 
according to the dictates of this very letter. From this it is clearly 
demonstrated that my ffimily did not abandon the customs and usages of 
their father-laud, Marwar, when they for a time made Ahmednuggiir, &:c., 
their place of residence. 

23. TliH practice of preferring futile claims is an old habit of tlie 
Edur House, as will be seen from their renewing contentions again in 
spite of having given security and entered into Treaties and Agreements 
and made appeals to His Highness the Gaekwar, 

24. If the Supreme Government will review this matter in the 

Proposition of the Bhahee kindness with which I 

Sahibah SorooSeesodunjee, the have been, always favoured, and in confor¬ 
mity with the dictates of justice and equity, 

I am convinced beyond a doubt that right 
will receive its due and that the wish of my heart will be accomplished. 


widow Banoe of AEniedimg’gur. 
Text from tho Bimrm Shaster. 
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wliich is, that the heir apparent, Juswmit Sing, shonW come to Jodhpore 
ill conformity to the invitation and wishes of the Kanee Rajlog (the 
widows of late Maharajah Maun Sing), the Sirdars, Puttaets, and others, 
and agreeably to the consent of my sister-in-law (at Ahmednuggur) and 
my own inclination. In deference also to the respective rights of my sons, 
that the elder son should sueceed to the higher degree and my younger 
to the lower degree of sovereignty, an especial argument stronger than 
all others in favour of this arrangement is, that it will he productive of 
content, cordiality, and concord. 

25. As up to this time I have not been informed what proofs in 
the shape of documents the Edur Chief may have brought forward to 
support his claim, I will thank you to procure me copies of them, that 
1 may have an opportunity of replying to and refuting them. 

26. Documents, as enumerated below, are annexed, from which you 
will learn all particulars. 


NOTIFICATION. 

From Maharajah Sued Smo, to lii.s second son, Koou Stoium Sing, written m 
Sumbut 1830, Magh Sud Punchum, at Edur. 

Hra Highness Maharajah Sheo Sing, whom God protect, has been 
pleased to confer the pergunnah of Ahmednuggur on Maharaj Koor 
Siree Sugram Singjee. 

' 

Translation of a Deed of Adoption given by the widow of Prithee Singjee, 

Seesobtjnjeb, to her nephew, JuswuNT Sing. 

CoNSiDEEiNO you a child, I have adopted you, taken you into my 
lap. Do you therefore look after and preserve your property, horses, 
Rajpoots, putta, country, servants, Ahmednuggur, Mourassa, Meghurj, 
and Byer; take care of the country and enjoy it. I have adopted you 
after the death of my son, Bulwunt Sing. Bo obedient and respect my 
authority in every way; live for many years, and enjoy your kingdom. 
I have given this writing with, my free will and consent, being in lull 
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possession of all my faonlties, and signed by my own hand. I have acted 
on tliis business according to the request of my deceased husband, tak¬ 
ing the advice of all concerned. Veerpoora testifies that such was the 
wish of the deceased Rajah. Reshvvajee speaks to the same fact. 

Swmbut 1877 AsviuiVitk Hay (blanJej. 

Witnesses: 

(Sd.) Thakooe Raj SiNGJEE Surge SiNGJEE. 

„ „ KE.sttEE Sing Man Sinqjee. 

» „ Kushun Sing Chon Sinqjee. 

I , „ Mahadjeb Dogur Waia. 

» „ Mahadoo Sing of Nikora. 

• „ Aomjee Bhaee. 

„ Ghumbheer Sing. 

„ Bhakatb Kaojee Aomed Singjee, by 

the hand of Goolab Sing. 

,, Dewkow Kaseg of Veezapore. 

„ Tuakoor Raj Singjee Salim Singjee of 

Mahumpore. 

The above has taken place in accordance with the orders the Prithee 
Singjee had signed. Jusjee Lall Bhaee Mahajee Phuttehkoor admits that 
she has been consulted, and the above has taken place with her will and 
consent, as also in accordance with the wishes of the deceased Rajah. 


Substance translation of a note (rendered into Hindee from the Guzeratee) 
from ANONn Eao, Gaekwar of Baroda, to the address of Puutab Sino,—■ 
dated Mah Bad, tlie 8th Sumbut 1875, 

Zalom Sing of Mourassa fell at Ableealaree in Sumbut ] 863, leav¬ 
ing no son. Sugram Sing of Ahmednuggur had two sous, the elder 
Kurn Sing, the younger yourself; and the widow, Ranee Chuoreejee, 
knowing Zalum Sing’s affeetiou for you, received you in adoption j 
Bapoo Kashee and Rajeswuree Roognath Maheput Rao being the 
medium of communication on the occasfoa. 



124 AIIMEJDNIJGGIJII SUCCESSIOJT. 

The last named person wrote to me on the*^ subject^ and npon my 
authority sent Bapoo Kashee to Mourassa, who having invested you^ 
your adoption became complete. You received a dress of honour from 
the Sirkar (the Gaekwar) upon the oecasiouj and you assumed the 
administration of affiiirs. After this Gumbur Sing reflected that^ being 
the head of the family (Patvvee), he would obtain possession of Mourassa^ 
and signified the same to the Sirkar; upon which he caused a paper to be 
■written directing the annexation of Moiirassa^ Byer^ and Meghurj to 
himself 

Subsequent to this event, particulars having been fully ascertained, • 
it was, decided that you being the (adopted) of an own brother (of 
Sugrain Sing), your right was established, and the rule of the Edurwala, 
which had been ordered in writing, became reversed. 

The first paper of the Sirkar had been prepared, and the exercise of 
the authority thereby granted to Gumbur Sing; but afterwards your 
Vakeel and the Vakeel on the part of Gumbur Sing came to the Sirkar, 
having searched out former documents, assembled four Shastrees, and 
caused them to ascertain the rule laid down in the Sbasters. These 
persons pronounced that the adoption was legitimate, and that Gumbur 
Sing of Eclur possessed no right or title. 

Thus it was resolved to make over the possession of Zalum 
Sing to you. 

I have addressed Gumbur Sing to the effect that he had no title ; 

I now send the letter to you that you may deliver it, obtain possession, 
and exercise authority. 


Letter from His Highness Axund Eao, Gaekwar, to Maharajah Gombuk Sino, 
Edurwala,—dated the 4th Magh Bud Sumbut 1875. 

The pergunnalis of Mourassa, Byer, and Meghurj belonged to your 
uncle, Zalum Sing, in Sumbut 1863. He fell at Ableealaree, leaving no 
sons. For this reason his Ranee, Chuoreejee, hearing that her deceased 
husband entertained a strong affection for his nephew, Purtab Sing, the 
younger son of his brother, Sugram Sing, made known to Rajeswuree 
Roognath Maheput through Bapt )0 Kashee her wish to adopt Purtab Sing. 
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2. He wrote and requested orders from me. Instructions were sent 
to Bapoo Kasheej in accordance with which he performed the ceremonies 
of adoption and conferred the khillut of investiture. 

3. Upon this you sent Gosaen Munnee Geer to me to prefer your 
claims to those places. I appointed a Puuchayet to enquire into the 
matter^ the members of which could not agree in opinion. Then you 
represented that Mourassa and the other places had been conferred on 
Zalum Sing as a life tenure; that now he is gone^ his Ranee should 
hold them for her life, after wbieli they should revert to you as rightful 
owner. Moreover, that you arid the Ruler of Jodhpore are of one 
family, and that the practice of adoption is not allowed at Jodhpore. 
Further, that (were it allowed) it should be with the advice of the 
Raj Patwee, which necessary form had not been complied with on this 
occasion, for although Indur Sing and Ameer Sing, own brothers of 
Zaliim Sing, were present at the adoption, neither of them attested 
the deed. 

4. Some time was occupied in enquiring into these circumstances ; 
in the meanwhile Damoclur Bharut, your Agent, making use of false 
representations, sought to persuade me, in Sumbut 1872, to confer the 
three places on you, and orders were sent to Bucha, Jemadar, to carry this 
into effect. 

5. But before you were placed in possession, Purtab Sing, Vakeel, 
represented the matter in its "true light to me and the Resident, upon 
which Bucha, Jemadar, was ordered to attach the three places and await 
further orders; upon this both your Vakeels appeared, the merits of 
the case were enquired into, and the question of the right of the Ranee 
to adopt Purtab Sing was referred to the Shasters. 

6. In the Shasters it is written that adoption is permittM to 
the four castes and to the Shunkurnattee, the widow adopting a son 
after her husband^s death; and that agreeably to his instruction, when 
there are many brothers and nephews of the deceased) the adopter may 
adopt any one among them she may choose to select. 

7. So that in adopting the younger son of Sugram Sing, the 
brother of Zalum Sing, the Ranee acted properly. 
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8/ You and Zalum Sing amd his other brothers^ having separated, 
exercise separate authority within your respective jurisdictions : in the 
settlement of such a case (as that of adoption) the Pat wee (the cider 
branch) has no power or influence. 

9. You assert that you and the Euler of Jodhpore belong to the 
same family, and that the practice of adoption does not prevail at 
Jodhpore. Now Purtab Sing has produced a letter from Maharajah 
Maun Sing of Jodhpore to this efFect: after the death of Zalum Sing 
his adopted son, Purtab Sing, was placed in possession of his estate, and 
now the place has been given to Edur. This proceeding causes astonish¬ 
ment. For this reason, re-adopting the course first properly pursued, the 
place should be returned to Purtab Sing. Moreover, the following advice 
was received from Jodhpore itself, a chief State of Eajasthan ;—Zalum 
Singes own brothers, ludur Sing and ITmmecr Sing, were present at the 
ceremony of adoption, but their attestations are not on the deed; for this^ 
reason is there a doubt? but your (the Gaekwaris) chief Karbaree went 
there after the, adoption and gave a khillut, and the ceremony of Subha- 
rumb was performed agreeably to the customs of your Kaj. Indur Sing* 
and Urameer Sing were there, but the‘ one is blind, and the other of 
an unsound mind ; therefore the performance of the ceremony was made 
clear according to the Raj Suttee, the precepts of Government; thefe 
was no occasion for attestations. 

10. But I have received letters from both of them (Indur Sing 
and Ummeer Sing), signifying their ajjproval, 'so there is no longer a 
doubt on the subject. The adoption of Purtab Sing was according to 
the Shasters. 

11. Therefore you are ordered, on receipt of this letter, to make 
over to Purtab Sing these three places, and to account to him for what 
you have derived from them. 

12. Purtab Sing will contract a suitable marriage for the daughter 
of Zalum Sing within a year, and will provide for her handsomely in 
food and clothes up to the time she takes up her abode in her husband^s 
house. On this head Purtab Sing has given me satisfactory assurance. 

13. For these reasons Mourassa, &c., are to be given up to Purtab 
Sing. 
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Letter from iVLittfxt to liis AuxitI}, Skjiejc OiiUOfijiiEifBBj widow- 

of MAiUiutai ZaxM Bbadon \Sud Piiuobxim 

■ Sumbufc 1864 , ^ 

Sii^cB you have of your own free will adopted Partab Sin^ (noy 
younger brother), therefore all the possessions of Shree H uzzoor Zalum 
Sing are his, whether Pergunnahs Mourassa, Meghurj;and Kuut&^^ the 
villages of Malpore, Salaamee, Pees, Wells, the .Pergunnali 'of Moree, "the; 
Talook of JMunkoree, the village of Ajufileeara, and others connected , with 
it, but for the present severed, every grain of their produce, the horses, 
the Eajpoots, and other properties and all valuables are his. No one 
eke has a claim to them. I write this of my own free will and aocord, 
and you have adopted him of your accord. From this Agreement should 
there be a departure, may Shreejee be between us. No departure will 
take place. This place is yours, and you are its possessor. Edur shall not 
claim it. ’With my assent you have adopted and installed Purtab Sing. 
Former Agreements will be upheld. Should Edur QranyoftheBho- 
mya Grassias disturb us, then together we will expend Rupees 5 and 
divide their possessions equally and carry on the war to our hearts^ 
content. We will act according to this Agreement 

, Barut Bala Mukhurn, Bariit Hathee Girdhur, Barut Bala Gugul, 
Barut Amolikhmo are securities for this. 


IVauslation of a lettei’ from the Bhabee Sahibaii Sesodunjek,, the wMoav of 
Mahaiiaja^ Ahmednuggur, to the address of MAUAiujAH 

TtTKT Sing of Jodhpore. 

Whek your brother^ son, Bulwunt Sing, died, you became the owner 
of all the land, places, &Ci; but to enable me to forget my sorrows, you 
gave 10 © Juswunt Sing in adoption. Still you remained lord and 
master; subsequently you acceded to the Jodhpore throne, and at the 
same time Juswunt Sing was named heir apparent. But out of regard 
for me, and considering me one of your family, you left Juswuut Sing 
here. Now, agreeably to my wishes and your own, and in conformity to 
the deed executed at Jodhpore, the nomination of Juswunt Sing as 
heir a^pparenty'summon Juswunt Sing to Jodhpore ami give me your 




vouugoi’ son in adoptiori, fm* this is your and I w>sh for your 

youtig^cr* son » It is a ianiily affair^ arid I consont to ifc^ jBo do not domui # 


'This place is ypurs^ 

Sig’ned with, iny own hand. What is written above with 

my\ will and consent it is written : you are the master here. Sesodanjee^ 

Shree Bhabee Bheerpooreejee, her greeting. The above is correct: 
written with free will aud consent: signed with my own hand. 

Shree Bhahee Eewuajee. \.Tbe above is correct: written with free 
will and consent: signed with my oWii hand. 

Maharaj Shree Ameer Sing. Signature and attestatk^^^ 

ThakoorBaj Smg> son of Sher Sing: signed by Jodha Amjee: 

Tlurkoor Kesree Sing; son of Knllian Sing. , 

Thakoor Sirdar Sing, son of Mai Sing. 

Tbakoor .Kishen Sing, son of Chain Sing. 

Thakoor Mahdo Sing, son of Gumbur. Sing, signed by Sirdar Sing 
at my bidding. 

Thakoor Mahdo Sing, sou of Futteh Sing, signed by Kishen Singv 
at my bidding, 

Thakoor Sevvaee Laljee, signed by Sirdar Sing at .Mahdo Sing’s 
bidding. 

Dussey Jookjeewmi, son of Bareedoss. 

Mahta Roopram, son of Avvulram. 


Translation of Table of Precedents drawn from the History of Rajasthan, 

JKYPORE. 

Si%V5ifto.j ey Sing. 

IHed A. n, 


f 


Madho Sing. 


Eeawi© Sing, 
Died A«i>. Vim. 
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Maharajali Siwaee Jej Sing had two sons : the eldeij Eesree Singjee, 
became the Ruler of Jeypore; the younger^ Madho Sing, was nephew 
by his mother^s side to the Rana of Oodeypore, who conferred upon him 
the two pergunnahs of Tonk and Rampoorah. As Eesree Sing died 
without issue, Madho Sing succeeded to the Jeypore throne, and Took 
and Rampoorah remained in his possession. Subsequently the troubles 
of the Holkars took place, and Madho Sing ceded Tonk and Rampoorah 
to Holkar, 

Note l)if the Political A^ent 

Siwaee Jey Sing married after the birth of Eesree Sing a sister 
the Rana of Oodeypore, pledging himself that her son should succeed 
him. She bore Madho Sing. On Jey Singes death Eesree Sing was raised 
to the throne, and reigned for five or six years; Madho Sing seeking 
to gain what he considered his rights; in this attempt he succeeded 
with the assistance of Holkar, to whom it would appear that Tonk and 
Rampoorah were ceded in part payment of the services rendered by him. 


BIOKANEER. 



ruled Bickaneer 
and Eunnee A,», 

TS. 
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MaLarajah Kurn Sing had five sons: 1^ Anoop Singj Kesree 
Sing-, 8, Ujjub Sing; 4, Puddum Sing; 5, Umur Sing. Anoop Sing 
succeeded his father on the Bickaneer Guddee; Kesree Sing went toKunnee. 
Kesree Sing having no offspring adopted Anund Sing, the son of Anoop 
Sing. Anund Sing bad four sons: 1, Umur Sing; 2, Gujja Sing; 3, 
Goodur Sing; 4, Tara Sing. Gujja Sing succeeded his father at Runnee; 
Anoop Sing of Bickaneer was succeeded by his son, Sujjan Sing, and 
Sujjan Sing by his son, Zorawur Sing, who, having no issue, adopted 
Gujja Sing of Runnee, who ruled over both Bickaneer and Runnee. 

Note hy the Political Jyent, 

It appears that Eaiinee was held by Kesree Sing under feudal 
tenure. As a fief of the empke there were two other divisions of Biota- 
noer which enjoyed virtual independence, Badera and Chooroo; these 
were only reduced to dependence by Soorat Sing;, the predecessor of the 
present Ruler of Bickaneer. 

KOTAH. 
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Maharao Doorjim Sal of Kotah died without issue; Maharajah Ajeet 
Sing’ of Untah was adopted as his successor, and Untah was attached 
to Kotah, 

JSfate hj the FoUtical Agent. 

Untah was a fief of Kotah assigned to the elder son of Eao Kishoro 
^heii he was shut out from the succession to the throne by his father. 
It is said he enjoyed virtual independence. After the time of Ajeet Sing 
it was again given as an appanage, and altogether lost to the State. 

EAMPOOBAH. 

Rao Chundo of Eampoorah was succeeded by his son, Nirhur Dass, 
who was succeeded by his son, Doodha, who was succeeded by his son, 
Niitteh Sing, who died without issue. ^' Eoopnarain, son of Engman 
Gund, son of Eao Chundo, was adopted, and succeeded to the rule of 
Eampoorah in Sumbiit 1700, a. d. 1644. He had enjoyed a jagheer 
yielding llupees 15,000 a year, and retained possession of it after his 
accession to the guddee of Eampoorah. 

DEOLI. 

Dewan Sawunt Sing of Deoli had a son named Deep Sing, who 
left two sons, Kesree Sing and Dulput Sing. Kesree Sing, the elde^, 
succeeded his father, and Rawul Juswunt Sing of Doongurpore adopted 
the younger, Dulput Sing. He, Dulpiit, obtained possession of Deoli, 
on which Rawul Juswunt Sing said you have become master of Deoli 
during my life-time; I will therefore adopt another son. So he contem¬ 
plated adopting the son of the Tbakoor of Nadlee, but Dulput Sing 
proceeded to Doongurpore, seized Rawul Juswunt Sing, and, having made 
him prisoner, reigned over both Deoli and Doongurpore. 


Translation of texts from the Beer Mintnr Oodya Grunth, enclosed in a khureeta 
from His Highness the Maharajah of Jodhpore, to the address of the 
Political Agent. 

In the Beer Mintur Oodya Grunth it is written on the subject of 
adoption:—The son given in adoption by a mother in accordance with 
commands of her husband is styled the But Pooturoi the adopter. 
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2. Menu says that a son given to another by its father or mother, 
or by both, under the pressure of calamity, should he be good-looking 
and intelligent and given through motives of affection, ought to be 
looked upon as a Dut Pootuv, 

8. A child is the creation of his parents ; therefore a mother and 
father have the power to give away, sell, or turn out of doors, their child, 

4. And he has thus said It is not proper to give away or take an 
only son, for upon him depends the continuation of his father s lineage. 
Also that a woman should neither give a sou nor take one (in adoption) 
without the command of her husband. 

5. In regard to this saying, that a woman should not adopt a son 
without the consent of her husband, it would happen that if a husband 
died without granting the pernSission, that a widow would he debarred 
from adopting a son. Now many assert that such is not the case. 

6. Por in the Shasters it is thus laid downThat whoever dies 
and leaves no son, his funeral rites cannot take place; therefore to adopt 
a son is a special command, and the Shasters should be respected; there¬ 
fore, by the order of the Shasters, a widow is permitted to adopt a son. 

7. Should any one say, according to you a widow cannot adopt 
without her husband’s permission, it is pernicious; there he will speak 
falsely, and should not use such words. 

8. For ihese reasons, that is, that the saying (in paragraph 5) 
should not be belied, to obey the Shasters is essential to all; to say 
that is proper. 

9. This saying would be contravened in the ease of a man who is 
devoted to salvation, and for this reason does not need to adopt a son 
if his wife should do so. If one man has two or three wives, and one 
of them has a son, and the others have not, in that case the husband is 
not allowed to grant permission to them to adopt a son, for one of the 
other wives to adopt a son would be improper. 

10. Supposing a man has many wives, and one of whom has a son, on 
account of this sou all the rest may be considered as mothers; so says Menu. 

n. "What is a son’s duty? To enjoy his paternal property and 
perform his father’s funeral obsequies. Supposing a man has two wives. 
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one of whom has borne him a son, then that son is heir to all, and 
without her husband^s consent it would not be proper for the wife to 
adopt another son, for the reason that the son who perforins the 
obsequies of his father and his step-mothers also, and enjoys the patri¬ 
mony, he is master of all. 

12. All the wives of one man are of one flesh with him; so if one 
of them has a son, that son is on the footing of an adopted son to the 
lemainder ; for this consideration the childless wives should not adopt any 
other son without the consent of their husband. This is a true saying. 

13. There is another instance of the impropriety of a step¬ 
mother adopting a son. If a man has two or three sons, and only one of 
them has a son, this son will render the other brothers also fathers 
by courtesy. Thus has he spoken. ♦ 

14. According to this saying it would be proper to adopt the 
son of a brother, and therefore improper to pass over the son of a 
brother and adopt any other. Thus is it laid down in the Mityaskshura 
and Samotee Chundrooka Grunth. From this it is deduced that as long 
as the husband lives his wife is not at liberty to adopt a son without 
his consent, hut after his death it is proper she should do so, and the 
husband’^s permission is not requisite. 

15. That is, the death of her husband sanctifies the deed. 

16. Should a husband die without giving permission, his widow 
is not forbidden to adopt a son. 

17. These are both sayings of Menu, and are long-established 
rules; therefore they are found in the Mityaskshura Grunth. 

18. If a man or a woman dies without leaving any sons, who 
is the rightful claimant to his or her property ? The writer has ascertained 
this first. In the case of a Mantha^s wife, if a woman dies without 
a son, who succeeds to her property ? Her husband. If she be a widow, 
the property descends to her Sokh^s son ft e., the son of her husband^s 
other wife). In this manner, if a man has no wife, then his property 
will descend to his brother's son; and if he leaves a widow, then it 
does not descend to his brother'^s son, but to the widow. Thus is it 
also laid down in the Mityaskshura and other Grunths; the reasons are 
explained in those books. 
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19, Thu.s it is laid down in many Grunths that a widow succeeds in 
the first place to her husband’s property and wealth : on these grounds 
after her husband’s death there is no hindrance to her adopting a son 
without his permission, and this is a precept laid down in the Beohar 
Mayuk Grunth. 

20. When her husband is no more, the widow may adopt a son, 
or give one in adoption, and a man who has no wife may do the same, 
and if both are alive, then they should both take a part in the adoption, 
or giving in adoption. On a married woman whose husband is alive 
his order is imperative. On a widow it is incumbent to adopt a son, 
and without having received any command to the effect from her 
husband, consulting on the subject her relations and members of her 
own caste. Thus a widow is at liberty to adopt a son without receiving 
an order to that effect from her husband, for so it is laid down in the 
Beohar Mayuk Grunth. 


Translation of texts from the Nirnee Sindhoo Grunth. 

In the Nirnee Sindhoo Grunth it is written A son adopted into 
another family may perform his real father’s Sradh and inherit his pro¬ 
perty, provided he (the father) has no other son. 

2. Should any one say that Menu declares that an adopted son 
has no concern with his real father’s family or property. 

3. Then I say that this declaration only applies if the real father 
has other sons. 

4. To this effect have Kayetace and Loga Kishee Kugeshir clearly 
spoken in the Purwur Mungaree Grunth. 

5. A But Pootur, i. e., an adopted son •, 2, Kureet Tootur, i. e., asou 
purchased; 3, Kurreetureem Pootur, i. e., a son adopted for love of money; 
4, Pootureeka Pootur, i. e., the son of a daughter given in marriage on 
condition that her first born son be given in adoption to her father: 
these four are generically styled Doya Muweshaee, that is, sons of two 
fathers. 

6. As happened in the family of Shouk and Sheeshur, Sliouk was 
adopted into the family of Sheeshur ; then his name became a compound 
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of both names. So has it happened in other families. In this way the 
names of Loth fathers survived. This result is thus explained: 

7. When neither party (the real or adoptive father) have any 
other son by their own wives, the adopted son inherits the property of 
both, and may offer pend (funeral cakes) to the manes of both lines of 
ancestors for three generations back. If either party has a son, this is 
not the case. 

8. Should paternal uncle^s sou of the adopted claim the inheritance 
of the latter^s real father, it cannot be allowed, for the paternal uncle^s son 
was not horn of a wife of the deceased; and above it has been explained 
that in case the real father has no other child by his wives, that his son 
who has been given in adoption succeeds to the property of the real as 
well as to that of the adoptive father. 

9. For it is clear that a brother's son is not born from his 
brother's wife. 

10. In the Sapind Nirnee Purdeep Grunth it is written that a 
Soodh Duttuk, namely, a son who has been given voluntarily in adoption 
by its father and mother, becomes thereby the Sapind (giver of funeral 
cakes) for three generations back in the family of his adoptive father, 
and for seven generations in the family of his real father. This is Nund 
PimdiFs opinion, Shunkur Butt Pandit says that he is the Sapind for 
seven generations in both families, and Aub Deo Pandit follows his 
opinion. In the Gobind Warhan Grunth it is written that he is Sapind 
in his real father^s family for seven generations, and in that of his adop^ 
live father for five: another is of opinion that the rite is only to be 
exercised for three generations in both families. 

11. Thus from the dicto of many Grunths it is clear that the 
adopted son has a closer relationship with the house of his real father 
than that of his adoptive j so it is proper he should inherit from both. 
Everyone must abide by the Shasters; to contravene them is wrong. 
If any one says you have spoken contrary to the saying of M^nu, he 
will be mistaken, for I allow that, when the real father has other sons, 
the buchun applies. There are many other authorities for an adopted 
son to inherit from his real father and perform his funeral rites, which 
are not mentioned here to avoid prolixity. 


&ENUALO OIOAL TABLE of the Eaktores settled in Quzerat in A. D. 1733. 



Fostliiimous son died September 1841. 


• jVofe.—Pnrtab son of Sugram Siog, was adopted by the widow of 2alum Sing of Mourassa in A. i>. IS07. In 1816 Ediir ciaimed the reTersion, 

In 1819 Finiiab Sing was confirmed in possession; he died the same year. His widow adopted Prithee Sing, who in 18^, on the d^th of his father, Knm 
Sing, succeeded to the Ahmednuggur patrimony without question. 
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F. OcJBBiE, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India> Foreign Depart- 
ment, with tlio Governor General} to the Officiating Agent, Eajpootana,— 
No. S13} dated Camp Ferozeporo, the 27th, danxiai 7 1846. 

With, reference to your despatch^ dated the 25th November^ No. 41, 
relative to the claim advanced by the Edur Durbar for the succession 
to the guddee of Ahmedimggur, I am directed by the Bight Hon^ble 
the Governor General to call your attention to my letter of the 7th 
idem^ No. 192, on the subject. 

2. His Excellency will await the remarks of yourself and Mr. 
Greathed and Maharajah Tnkb Sing on the enclosures of the above- 
mentioned letter, wbich it is requested may be submitted with as little 
delay as possible, that the case, with all the Information obtainable, may 
he brought before the Supreme Government for decision.' 




From F. Currie, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Depart¬ 
ment, with the Governor General, to the Chief Secretaiy to Government, 
Bombay,^—No. 214, dated Camp Ferozepore, the 27th January 1846, 

Wmt reference to your despatch, dated the 26th September last. 
No. 13, relative to the claim advanced by the Edur Durbar for the 
succession to the guddee of Ahmednuggur, I am directed to transmit, 
for the information of His Honor the Governor in Council, and for any 

observations that His Honor in Council may, 
in communication with the local authorities, 
desire to offer on the question, the accom¬ 
panying copy of correspondence‘s with the 
Officiating Agent at Eajpootana on the 
subject. 


From Officiating Agmit, 
Bajpoofcana, No. 41, dated 25tli 
November 1845. r . 

To Officiating Agent, Raj- 
pootana, No. 213, dated 27th 
January 1846, 


2. The Governor General desires me to observe, with reference to 
the remarks contained in paragraph 8 of your letter, that the Govern¬ 
ment of India lias always entertained the desire to do justice to all parties 
in this case, and tliat it does not require the inducemenff^ referred 
to therein, or any other, to adjudicate justly between the parties. 


s 
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From Majok C. TfionEsBY, Officiating Agent to the GoTernor General for the 
States of Bajpootana, to F. Ouhbie, Esq., Secretary to the Government 
of India, Foreign Department, with the Governor General,—Ko. 22-168, 
dated Ajmore, the 29th January 1846. 

With reference to your letter. No. 192, of the 7th November last, 
I have the honour to state that its enclosure, copy of a despatch from 
the Chief Secretary to the Government of Bombay on the subject of 
the claim of Edur to the Ahmeduuggur Principality, has been forwarded 
to the Political Agent at Jodhpore for such observations as that Officer 
or Maharajali Tukt Sing may desire to offer relative to the subject of 
the communication, and to transmit the accompanying copy of my letter 
to Mr. Greathed on the occasion. 


From Ma^ok C. Thobesby, Officiating Agent to the Governor General for the 
States of Bajpootana, to H. H. Gbeathed, Esq., Political Agent, Jodhpore,— 
No. 167, dated Ajmercs the 28th January 1846. 

I have the honour to transmit to you a copy pf a letter from the 
Secretary to the Government of India, with the Governor General, 
under date the 7th of November last, No. 192, aiid its original enclosure, 
copy of a despatch from the Chief Secretary to the Government of 
Bombay on the subject of the claim preferred by the Edur Durbar 
to resume the Ahmednuggur Principality as a lapsed estate that should 
revert to the State from which it was originally separated. This copy of 
despatch may be returned with any additional observations which you 
and His Highness Maharajah Tukt Sing may desire to make relative 
to the matter. 

2. You will notice the opinion expressed by Captain Lang, that 
the replies received from Oodeypore to the succession queries, submitted 
to the Durbars, are more correct and more worthy of consideration 
than those which came from Jeypore. But the two Durbars of Oodey. 
pore and Jodhpore could not be unbiased in their decision upon the 
questions proposed, for the interests of both might be involved therein : 
the former would naturally refer them (as did, indeed, the Political 
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Agent in Meywar^) tp the claim which it had recently advanced in 
reference to the small States of Pertahghiir and Doongurpore; and 
the latter would as naturally appropriate them to its own position in 
regard to Ahmednuggur. The replies^ therefore, of these two Courts 
were reasonably open to suspicion, and were not, prima facie^ to be viewed 
in the same light as those given by a party that was entirely uninterested 
in the result of the reference, 

S. Now the second query and its answer seem to comprise the 
main gist of the matter at issue. The Oodeypore Durbar affirms that 
the forfeiture extends to the soiis of a Chief who has been elected to 
the sovereignty of another State, and that they mast give up all claim 
to succeed to the parental estate; whereas the reply of the Jeypore 
Durbar is to the effect that the rights of the sons are not necessarily 
alienated by the act of the father. 

4. In the absence of a precise rule that' csm be quoted from the 
Dliurm Shaster, or found in the general and accepted practice of 
Hindoo communities or States, the latter doctrine would appear to be 
the most sound, and to have more cogent inferential support than the 
former. The rights of sons are held to be born with them and to 
co-exist with that of the father, in such manner as not to admit of 
being set aside by him without their concurrence; and any event or 
act which deprives him of possession calls their rights into full action. 
Should he become Pntit, or an outcast, or resign or forego his possessory 
title in any way, they immediately assume his place: and the reason 
why the case of a father^s abdication l)y proceeding, on invitation, to 
take upon himself the sovereignty of a Foreign State should be excluded 
fk Uii this rule is, to say the least, very far from being apparent, and the 
paition seems to require the express confirmation of authority. 

5, But, setting aside the question of the relative merits of the 

responses given by tlie several Durbars, the points for consideration 
would now seem to be, whether Jus want Sing was or was not adopted 
by the Ranee in the iirst instance? ^ndl^y if he was not, does he not 
then naturally and legally step into the place of his father on the 
abdicatory act of the latter ? And supposing him to be in rightful 
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possession^ enn he in either of the aforesaid circumstances resign his 
right in favour of a younger brother, whose mother was many montlis 
pregnant of Iiim at Alimednuggur, but who was not born till after her 
arrival at Jodhpore? 


From Lieutexakt-Oolonel J. Sutheelani), Agent to the Governor General for 
the States of Kajpootana, to, W. Editaeds, Es^., Under-Secretary to the 
Goveruineiit of India, Foreign Department, with the Governor General,-— 
ETo. 81-578, dated Camp ITlwtir, the 2nd May 1846. 

I HAD some time since the honour to receive your letter, No. 710, 
dated the 15tli ultimo, calling my attention to an unauswored letter of 
27th January last to Major Thoresby^s address regarding the claim of 
the Edur Durbar to the principality of Ahmednuggur. 

2. I am here without many of the documents which are necessary 
to form a conclusive opinion on the subject, partioiilarly an extract 

^ No. 13, of Sist Sei:»tember from a letter from the Hon^ble the Court 

of Directors and a letter'^ from the Chief 
Secretary to the Government of Bombay, both of which appear to have 
been sent in original to the Political Agent in Marvvar. lint I have 
discussed the question ^with the Vakeel and one of the principal Chiefs 
of Marwar, with the Maharao liajuh of IJlwur, and with many intelligent 
Ptajpoot Chiefs, and I am unwilling farther to withhold my opinion, 
reserving myself for a fuller Report on the .subject after discussing it 
more fully with Native Chiefs and getting hold of all the despatches, 
for it is one of first-rate importance in as far as establishing a precedent 
under our supremacy. 

3, Maharajah Tukt Sing succeeded to the sovereignty of Marw’-ar 
by election just before I left ilajpootana. He was travelling from 
Ahmednuggur to Jodh pore, when I was travelling from Ajmere to 
Cambay. But I was not at that time strong enough to bear the fatigue 
of going out of my way to meet His Highness, and was not fortunate 
enough to see him; my impression then was that his son, Juswunt Sing, 
was accompanying the Maharajah for the purpose of being adopted by 
the widow of Maharajah Maun Sing, since Tukt Sing was himself too 






old to undergo that rite. Itisyof course, a question whether Jiiswiinfc 
Sing could have proceeded to Jodhpore to be adopted into that house in 
1843, since he had been adopted in 1840 into the Alimednuggur suc¬ 
cession bj hi^ uncle^s (Rajah Prithee Sing's) widow, for Tukt Sing him¬ 
self appears to have been only Regent of Ahmednnggiir. 

4. Since Juswunt Sing did not accompany hm father to Jodhpore, 
but remainecl at Ahmednuggur in virtue of bis adoption, and remains 
there still, there is no doubt on the mind of any person in these parts 
with whom I have spoken on the subject that he is virtually Sovereign 
of. Ahmednuggar through adoption hy his uncle^s widow and Regent in 
succession to his father. A copy of this letter will be sent for Mr. 
Greathed-'s information. 


Prom W. Edwaeds, Esq., tJnder-Secretary to the Govepmrnent of India, Foreign 

Department, with'the Governor General, to the Agent to the Govornor 

General, Rajpootana,-“No. 1063, dated Simla, the 20th Aiay 1846. 

I HAAUtJ the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated 
the 2nd instant, No. 81, regarding the claim of the Edur Durbar to the 
principality of Ahmednuggur. 

2, In reply, I am desired to state that the Governor General wmukl 
wish to have from you a full and final Report on this subject at the ear¬ 
liest convenient period, as it is very desirable that this long-pending 
question should be decided without farther delay. 

8. There is much correspondence on the subject with which you 
would seem not to have been acquainted when you wrote your letter 
under acknowledgment. The fact of the adoption of Juswiint Sing, 
which you refer to, is distinctly denied by the Bombay Government. 


From LiEUTENANT-CorojsTBL J. SoTHBELon, Agent to the Governor General for 
the States of Eajpootana, to F. Cukeie, Esq., Secretary to the Government 
, of India, .Foreign Department, with the Govenior General,-rNo. 90-639, 
dated Camp Jcypoi’e, the 16th May 1846. 

In continuation of my letter, No. 81, dated the 2ik1 instant, to 
Mr.'Edwards's Jcldress, on the subject of tbe claim made^ by the Edur 





• wmsT/fy 


§L 

14^ AHMfiDKUGGUJl SUCClilSSION. 

Chief to tlie succession to Alimedniiggur, I have tlie honour to submit 
a copy of a letter from Mr* Greathed, the Political Agent in Marwar 
(with copies of enclosures)^ No. 38, dated the 6th instant, hut only 
received yesterday. I have received with Mr. Greathed^s letter the ex¬ 
tracts from the despatch from the Hon^ble the Court of Directors, dated 
the 19th Marcli, No, 9 of 1844, and the letter from the Bombay 
Government, No. 13, of 26th September 1845, which were wanting when 
my letter of the 2nd instant was written. 

2. The testimony of Maharajah Tukt Sing and the reasoning of 
Mr. Greathed are quite conclusive to my mind that His Highness is 
innocent of the fraud which it has been attempted to fix upon him of 
past-dating the deed of adoption, which, I think, there can be no doubt 
was executed, on the death of his brother, Prithee Sing, by his widow, 
in conformity with the declared wish of her husband. Whatever may 
have been informal in *that instrument appears to have undergone cor¬ 
rection on the eve of the Malmrajali^s departure for Jodhporo; but that 
cannot be held, in any degree, |iO invalidate the act of adoption, nor 
would it, I believe, be invalid had there been no written instrument, for 
there the child is still in the arms of the widow of Prithee Sing. 

3. But had there been no adoption up to the period of the Maha¬ 
rajah's election to fill the throne of Marwar, I should still consider that 
it would be in consonance with Rbatore usage for the widow of Prithee 
Sing, on the abdication of her husband's brother, to adopt a member 
of their family, and so preserve the independence of their house to the 
exclusion of the house of Edur. 

4. It appears to me doubtful, as advocated in the last (8th) para¬ 
graph of Mr. Greatlied's letter, whether the Maharajah could call his 
eldest son to Jodhpore as heir apparent, and wliether a younger son 
could be adopted into the Ahinednuggur House whilst the eldest and 
adopted son is alive. But even to this measure I should see but little 
objection if it were agreeable to those interested in the matter at Joclh- 
pore and Alimednuggur; and of this Edur would, 1 think, have no right 
to complain, since the succession has already passed away from that house. 

5. I do not apprehend any evil consequence to the well-being of 
the Mahee Kanta from a son of the Sovereign of ifarwar being in 
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possession of Aliraedimggav. The Maharajah says in the 18th para¬ 
graph of his note that he does not desire that xVhmednuggur should 
be attached to Jodhpore, and I should look to good rather than evil 
coiLseqiiences from any interest which he may continue to take in the 
inferior Chiefship. But sliould it hereafter become a dependency on 
Jodhpore, I do not see vvliy it should not be governed under one supre- 
maey, as harmoniously as if it were a dependency ou Edur. 

6. A copy of this letter will be sent for Mr. Greathed's informa¬ 
tion. 


From H. H. Greathbi), Esq., Political Agent, Jodhpore, to LiEUTENANT-ConoNEt 

J. SuTHEKi/ANi), Agent to the Governor General for the States of Eajpoot- 

ana,~No. 38, dated the 6bh May 1846, 

I HAVittlie honour to submit the .supplement to my Report on the 
Ahmednuggur question, No. 118, of the iJ-lth October last, called for 
by the receipt of Major Tlioresby's letter. No. J67, of the 28tli January, 
which enclosed a copy of a despatch from the Chief Secretary to the 
Government of Bombay, accompanied by a cojiy of a Report written 
by Captain Lang, Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, on the 20th 
June 1845. 

2. For the reasons stated in the irth and 19th paragraphs of my 
Report of the 24th October, I refrained on that occasion from calling on 
Maharajah Tukt Sing to defend liimself against the grave imputation cast 
on his character by Captain Lang of having fabricated a deed of adoption 
with the view of defrauding the Edur Chief, and purposely confined the 
discussion to the simple merits of the question at issue. But as Captain 
Lang has repeated this serious charge in the Report of the 20th June, 
and has adduced arguments in support, which have led the PloiPble 
the Goveznoi in Council of Bombay to consider the Mahar.ajab as con* 
victed of the crime, I considered it indispensable to afford His High¬ 
ness every facility in defending himself against this humiliating charge, 
feeling assured that, although judgment had been passed by such high 
authority, it would be cheerfully withdrawn if the accused succeeded 
ill exculpating himself from an accusation to which he had hitlierto had 
no opportunity of replying. 
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3, With this view I embodied in a note to the Agency Vakeel, of 
which a translation is appended, the proofs advanced by Captain Lang 
to substantiate the falsification of the deed, adding sucli other extracts 
from the Report as appeared to require explanation or comment. I 
annex a copy and translation of the reply given in by the Vakeel on the 
part of the Maharajah. 

4, This latter document, in my humble opinion, affords a fair 
insight into the true nature of the transactions attending the succession 
to the Ahmednuggur throne after the death of Bulwimt Sing, the 
posthumous son of Maharajah Prithee Sing; and I may be allowed to 
record the impression it has left upon my mind. That Maharajah Tukt 
Sing inherited the throne after the death of his nephew there can, I 
think, he no doubt. He says himself, in the 9th paragraph of his reply, 
that he made over Koor .Tuswunt Sing, together with all possessions 
and resources, to his sister-in-law. The reasons which induced him to 
make this self-sacrifice are fully exidained, hut it was a sacrifice more in 
.appearance than reality, for, by the manner in which it was effected, he 
did not endanger his own life-interest, while sufficient was done to 
gratify the wishes of his sister-in-law. The adoption was a family 
rrrangement, which could not have been enforced to the detriment of 
Maharajah Tukt Sing, and would probably never have, been heard of 
by us officially, hut for his accession to Jodhpore. To all intents and 
purposes he would have remained Sovereign, though he might have con- 
tinned to abstain from certain ostensible marks of sovereignty, the 
.absence of which appear to me to corroborate the existence of the deed 
of adoption. He appears to have eschewed a formal recognition on the 
part of the British Government, a guarantee usually so much insisted 
upon, and to have refrained from allowing a seal ot Office to be engraved 
in his own name, continuing to use that of his late brother, and to have 
avoided the application of the Raj Tilluck, or ceremony of inauguration. 

5. This explaimtion, I am aware, supposes a certain degree of 
duplicity on the part of the M.aharajah, but it is of a nature the most 
innocent and excusable. This duplicity will relieve the Maharajah 
from all suicidical imputations, and account for a certain degree of mys- 
tery wii-li which his declarations are still clouded. 
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B. The great length to which this correspondence has already 
extended deters me from entering again at largo on the subject of the 
disposal of Ahmednuggur consequent on the MaharajaVs accession to 
Jodlipore. It wijl be sufiicieiit for me to state that a full Consideratioa 
of the constitution of thevse Guzerat Rah tore States and of precedents 
which may be cited from their annals leads me to the conclusion that 
Edur has no reversionary claims on Ahmednuggur. This point has 
been twice tested in the case of the Mourassa branch of the family, 
which has twice become extinct, and twice been revived by the process 
of adoption ; the reversionary claims urged by Edur on both occasions 
being disallowed by the united British and Gaekwar Government. 
Consequently, had Maharajah Tukt Sing and his son been swept away by 
death, Ahmednuggur would not have lapsed to Edur, but the existence 
of bis house would have been carried on by adoption. 

7. It remains to be considered whether his mere accession to 
another throne should have a more destructive effect on the existence of 
his house than the annihilation of himself and of his sons could have 
caused, 

8. If this point be conceded to the Maharajah, I conceive that little 

objection could be urged to the settlement he himself proposed in the 
concluding portion of the kliiireeta which accompanied my Report of 
the 24th October, m., that his elder son, Jusvvunt, should join him at 
Jodlipore as his heir apparent, and a younger son be given in his stead 
in adoption to the widows of Maharajah Prithee Sing for the purpose 
of ruling over Ahmednuggur. _ 

iV*. B ,—I herewith return the enclosures received with Major 
Thoresby^s letter of the 28th January. 


Translation of a note from the Political Agent, to the Jodhpore Yakeel,—dated 
the 7th March 1846. 

I HAVE received a copy of Captain Langes Report on the claim 
preferred by the Edur Chief to the sovereignty of Ahmednuggur, dated 
20th June 1845, enclosed in a letter from Major Thoresby, and commu¬ 
nicate extracts for your information. 
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Vide paragraphs 5th and 6th. 


Extract In reply fco the query of the Supreme Government^ 
whether Maharajah Tukt Sing* became Ruler 
Ahmedunggur, or merely Kegent oa the 
part of Juswiint Sing^ after the demise of 
Bulwuat Sing, Captain Lang has stated that be wrote on the Srd 
October 1841 to the Bombay Government to the effect that Maharajah 
Bulwunt Sing died on the 28th September; intelligence of this event 
has been received from Maharajah Tukt Sing^ the uncle of the deceased, 
who has become Sovereign of Ahmednuggur and that, in reply to this 
letter, he received a communication from Bombay dated the 8th Novem¬ 
ber 1841 declaring that the Governor in Council had been pleased to 
approve of Maharajah Tukt Sing, the uncle of the deceased, being 
placed on the throne by Captain Lang. 

Extract —Juswunt Sing was adopted by the widow of Prithee 

Singjee, Asouj Bud Igarus Sumbut 1899 
(Guzerattee Calendar),corresponding with the 
19th October 1843, that is to say, one day before the departure of 
Maharajah Tukt Sing for Jodlipore; consequently, the deed of adoption, 
of which the date is Asouj Bud Terns Sumbut 1897, cannot be considered 
valid. The reasons which led Captain Lang to arrive at the foregoing 
conclusion are as follows :— 

Paragraph —That he was not apprised of the giving in adoption 
previous to the departure of Maharajah Tukt Sing for Jodhpore. 

Paragraph %nd ,—That in the copy of the deed of adoption pre¬ 
sented by the Vakeel of Juswunt Sing at Bombay, after the date and 
year, the word War (clay) is written succeeded by a blank, the name 
of the day being omitted. Now in such an important matter it was 
necessary to insert the name of the day, and undoubtedly it would have 
been inserted had the document been written at the time purported, 
and tlie word War^^ would not alone have appeared, rendering the 
document doubtful. 

ParagrapJi. ZrcL —In Sumbut 1897 there were two months of Asouj; 
Bulwunt Sing died on the Prithum Asouj Bud Terus; so the deed of 
adoption should have been dated either Prithum Asouj Bud Terus, or 
Dootee Asouj Bud Terus. It is impossible in such an important affair, 
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if the adoption had really taken place at the time purported, that such 
a mistake should have occurred (leaving out the distinctive name of the 
month), rendering the actual date doubtful by a month. 

Paragraph Hh. —The Karkoon deputed at the request of Colonel 
Sutherland to accompany Maharajah Tukt Sing from Ahmednuggur 
to Pahlunpore on arriving at Ahmednuggur found that the Maharajah 
had started, and wrote to the following eJTect to Captain Lang on the 
21st October 1843 :—^^The Maharajah has departed alone j the ladies of 
the Zenanah have not accompanied him. The Koor Sahib, Juswunt Sing, 
is here, and on the night of the 19fch he was adopted by the llanee of 
Prithee Sing, and has been appointed the Ruler of this place, and mutual 
agreements to this effect have been interchanged bearing the signature of 
Maharajah Tukt Sing, the Sirdar Puttawuts, and others; so I have heard. 
The Bhabeejee signs all papers, and it appears that the management of 
affairs has been committed to the Dessaee, who told me that he had 
remained behind by order of the Maharajah to manage the country/^ 

Paragraph hth. —The drawing out of the deed of adoption at the 
time of Maharajah Tukt Singes departure is notorious. If the witnesses 
to the deed he examined, doubtless they would depose to this effect. 

Extract ^rd, —The replies received from the various Durbars of 
Rajpootana to queries concerning the matter 
of adoption, with the exception from that of 
Jodhpore, all agree in this respect, that if a Ruler (Raees) is adopted 
into another State, it is incumbent on him to resign his former posses¬ 
sions ; and many are of opinion that the son should accompany the father 
to the new State, and also resign all claim to the former possessions; but 
if he remains behind, then he forfeits all claim to the new State; and, 
under these circumstances, the nearest relation would succeed, for in Edur 
and Ahmednuggur there are no Sirdar Puttawuts of sufficient importance 
to exercise the right of electing a new Ruler: moreover, the practice of 
election is unknown in the Mahee Kanta and Kattywar. 

Extract Maharajah Tukt Sing himself expected to obtain 
possession of Edur in case Maharajah Jowan 
Sing had proceeded to Jodhpoi^ j so how can 
ho consider the claim of Edur upon Ahmednuggur to be invalid ? 


Vide paragraphs 14th and 18th. 


Vide paragraph 20, 
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Extract Sit/i.—In the Edur family the widows of Maharajah Jowan 

Sing’s elder brother are in existence. Novr 

Vide paragrapii 20fch, oon- previous to the death of Maharajali Maun 
eluding part. Jowan Sing and his mother had 

departed this life, these widows would not have been permitted to adopt 
any one to the detriment of Ahmednuggur, the next of kin; and there 
is no difference in the position of the widowed sisters-in-law of Jowan 
Sing and that of the widowed sister-in-law of Prithee Sing. Moreover, 
it is proved -that on the death of Bulwunt Sing Maharajah Tukt Sing 
ruled over Ahmednuggur for two years, that is to say, up to the time 
of his departure for' Jodhpore, in conformity with the sanction of the 
British Government. Now, upon his assuming the sovereignty, the 
claims of the widow of Prithee Sing became extinguished, and cannot 
be revived to set aside the just rights of the real heir and suooessor, 
the Chief of Edur. 

JEx/,rac( 6i/i.—In former times, that is to say, previous to the assign- 

meut of Ahmednuggur to Maharajah Sugram 

Vide paragiupli 21st. Ahmednuggur and Edur formed one 

State; but at no time have Edur or Ahmednuggur been attached to 
Jodhpore, and if Ahmednuggur should now be attached to Jodhpore, 
the well-being of the Mahee Kanta would be endangered. 

As it is desirable that the foregoing arguments should be replied to, 
the Marwar Vakeel is requested to represent the matter to His Highness 
the Maharajah, and to return categorical answers. 


Translation of a note from EADHAmut, Jodhpore Vakeel, to H. H. Gebathed, Esq., 
Political Agent,—dated the lat M-ay 1846. 

Your note of the 7 th March has been received. 

2. In the first extract you mention that an enquiry was made by 
the Sudder whether Maharajah Tukt Sing 
Recapitulation. ' Euler of Ahmednuggur after the 

death of Bulwunt Sing, or only Regent on the part of Juswunt Sing; 
. and that Captain Lang has written in reply that on the 28tb September 
1841 Maharajah Bulwunt Sing, the Ruler of Ahmednuggm, lec, 




Mwisr^^ 
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Eeply. 


and information was given to me of this event by the uncle of the 
deceased. Maharajah Tukt Sing, who has now become the Kuler of 
Ahmedniiggur; that, in reply, a letter was received from Bombay dated 
8th November 1841 intimating the sanction of the Governor in Coun¬ 
cil to the elevation of Maharajah Tukt Sing, the uncle of the deceased, 
to the throne. 

t The Maharajah confined his communications on this subject to 
a report of the death of Maharajah Bulwunt 
Sing, and never wrote that either he him¬ 
self or (his son) Juswunt Sing had thereby become Ruler. If tbe 
Hon^ble the Governor in Council was so kind as to convey his consent 
to the measure, the Maharajah does not comprehend why, notwith¬ 
standing this extreme condescension on the part of the Hoii^ble the 
Governor, up to this day no written communication on this subject has 
reached him. Had such a document been received, the reiixrun^ Chief 
of Ahmediiuggur would have apprised the Hon^ble the Governor of 
the actual position of alfairs, and this reply would have proved a happy 
solution and a. clear exposition of the real merits of this unpleasant 
controversy. As it is, tbe Maharajah leaves the unravelling of this intri¬ 
cate knot to the cleaivsightedness and the just views of the Supreme 
Government in the expectation of receiving justice at their hands. 

Be^hj to Extract 2. 

4. I proceed to reply to the four arguments adduced by Captain 
Lang to vitiate tbe deed of adoption. 

1^?'.—He asserts that up to the time of Maharajah Tukt Singes 
departure for Jodhpore be was altogether 
unacquainted with the matter. He may, 
perhaps, recollect that, on the occasion of his visit to Ahmednuggur to 
condole on the death of Maharajah Prithee Sing after going through 
the forms, he said to Maharajah Tukt Sing, Who will now be the Ruler 
of Ahmednuggur for although it is scarcely likely, still, perhaps, the 
Edur Chief may out of enmity lay a-claim if the throne I’cmains 

emptyThe Maharajah replied :—It is 
not proper to talk on this subject just now, 
for, in the first place, there is hope in the pregnancy^^ (which gave birth 


Recapitulation, 
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subsequently to Bulwunt Sing), “and should that hope'be disappointed 
the birth of a daughter, without doubt Koor Juswunt Sing is ready 
to be adopted by the Bhabee Sahiba (the widow of Prithee Sing).” 

5. "Secondly, with reference to Captain Lang’s second and third 
arguments, namely, that in the deed of adop- 
Becapitulauon. presented at Bombay by the Vakeel of 

Juswunt Sing, after the date and year the word “ War” is written and a 
blank is left by the writer, which has not been filled up with the name 
of the day; while in such an important matter it was proper to insert 
the name of the day, which would, without doubt, have been inserted had 
the deed been written at the time purported. Be good enough to reflect 

that the insertion of the name of the day 
is of assistance in reckoning in trifling- 
matters, which run their course within the space of the current week, 
not in important affairs, the beginning and end of which are not fixed, 
that is to say, which may become subjects of reference alter a consider¬ 
able period. The insertion or non-insertion of the name of the day is 
of so little consequence as to be a matter of perfect indifference. For 
instance, in drawing up Treaties, Agreements, and other important docu¬ 
ments, while the date and year are of the utmost importance, the name 
of the day of the week would be of no weight or authority, and would 
be found useless in computing time. If you will have the kindness to 
inspect the Treaty in your Office, you will find that the name of the day 
of the week is wanting. Now is this an important or unimportant docu¬ 
ment? And if in such an important document, drawn up and written by 
intelligent men and able and quick-sighted writers, and often passed 
in review by intellectual Princes, the name of the day is found to have 
been omitted by mistake, neglect, or carelessness, is it a matter of 
surprise if the same omission occurs in the writing of a woman, who 
is not gifted with a knowledge of the forms of correspondence, more 
especially of a -woman situated like the Bhabee Sabibah, who had been 
deprived of the very consciousness of existence by the overpowering 
grief of successively losing her husband and son, by whose deaths all 
her pleasure in the present and hope for the future had been destroyed 
at a blow ? How could it be expected from a person so afflicted, a 
W'oman too, and a woman, moreover, of Royal condition, incapable of 
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distinguishing: the east from the west, that attention should be paid 
Reply to paragraph 3rd, ex« to style and construction, or to tlie forms 
tract wud. of composition ? What wonder, 

then, if the distinctive appellations of the months of Asouj were also 
disregarded ? 

6. In reference to the above, I may observe that in the archives 
of the Princes of Hindostan documents are frequently to be met with 
ot which it would be difficult to understand the beginning or to guess 
at the termination; though, to be sure, the people of this country are 
beginning to appreciate the method and regularity with which business 
is transacted by the British Government, and to understand the rules of 
proofs and argument. But as an instance in point. In this very Marwar, 
among the public servant who enjoy grants of land and villages, some 
have deeds and documents, while many have not so much as a slip of 
paper to support their titles; so, setting aside the consideration of days, 
months, and dates, suppose the very Suunud on which their maintenance 
depends ho lost, or not in existence. If rights are to be disregarded and 
forms only to be considered, please to reflecfc what this attention to forms 
would require. Why ? the disregard and destruction of rights and old- 
established claims, 

7. Adapting the argument to a deed of adoption di’awn up by the 
Bhabee Sahibah with her own hand for her own solace and consolation, 
suppose the deed executed with the utmost precision, carefully attested 
and dated; still, notwithstanding all this attention to form, as long as 
the right (to execute the document) giving weight and credit to the 
contents were not proved, of what use or advantage would be the deed? 
The conclusion, then, to be drawn is, that the right is the real question 
to be considered, 

8. Setting aside the consideration of mistake in the day and 
month, suppose the deed of adoption did not exist at all,-—what? would 
the right to an actual possession be forfeited because no deed of adop¬ 
tion was forthcoming, or because the Maharajah had acceded to the 
sovereignty of Jodhpore ? Now, suppose, for the sake of argument, tfiat 
Jodhpore, which in reality is a more valuable possession than Ahmed- 

happened to be of an inferior order and less valuable, and 
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Ahmednuggur had to be given up for Jodhpore, can you believe that the 
Maharajah, or any one else having a lien on the sovereignty, would be 
content to abandon the greater for the lesser? For such reasons, since 
it woul3 be unjust to expect any one to give up the greater sovereignty 
on lawfully succeeding to the lesser, why, on succeeding to the greater, 
should his right to the lesser, which is his by possession and inberitance, 
be set aside ? 

9. But I must beg you to reflect that the very arguments (viz., 
incompleteness and incorrectness,) by which Captain Lang seeks to 
vitiate the deed of adoption are themselves the most convincing proofs 
which could ho adduced in support of it, that is to say, they are 
evidence to the fact of the deed having been written by the Bhabee 
Sahibah herself in the midst of her anguish and tribulation, when 
oppressed and distracted with grief; for the wound inflicted by her 
husband's death was still fresh when she lost her son, and such a host 
of sorrows had encompassed the unfortunate lady, that her existence 
was only manifested hy her lamentations, and no hope of her surviving 
appeared to remain. It was at that moment that the Maharajah, in the 
exercise of his wisdom and mercy, joerceived the only possible way of 
saving her life and prolonging her existence; so, shelving all worldly 
and personal consideration, he made over Koor Juswunt Sing, at that 
time his only son, together with all his possessions and resources, to his 
sister-in-law, who for her own satisfaction wrote with her own hand 
a deed of adoption, little regarding, in the depth of her affliction, 
form in the composition of the document. And while the Maharajah 
only looked on the act as the saving of his sister’s life, was it to he expected 
that the writer should pay much attention to forms? And who could 
have been so hard-lieartcd, in the midst of woe and affliction, as to urge 
reotions in her style ? 

10. Moreover, considering that, first of all, it was altogether a 
family arrangement, in which no third party had concern; 'i.rMy, that 
it was entered into to save the life of the unfortunate Bhahee Sahibah; 
Srrf/y, that it awarded the sovereignty to his own son, than whom no 
one could he nearer by kin or law; Uhly, that it was agreeable to the 
spirit of the lamented Prithee Sing and an act of obedience to his last 
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testamentj, winch of all acts is the more commendable and productive of 
advantage in this world and the nextj what right has any one to criticize 

its contents? May God only dispose evety one to similar conduct. 

# 

11. But desire is evinced to weaken the arguments which directly 

prove the writing of the document at the time purported and the 
distracted state of mind of the writer, and it does not appear to have 
occurred to Captain Lang that if the deed had been drawn out at the 
time of Maharajah Tukt Sing’s departure for Jodhpore, which was a 
time of relaxation from care, notwithstanding much was not to be expected 
even at that time from a defectively educated woman, still some approach 
to correctness in its execution might have been attained. ' 

12. In regard to the blank left for the insertion of the name of the 
day, more especially after writing the word “War,” which omission 
would instantly he perceived by any one inspecting the document, and, 
indeed, has proved the source of Captain Lang’s suspicions and cavilling, 
the subsequent insertion of the name would have been a matter of small 
difficulty ; but as the interpolation of a document is considered by us 
a grave offence, the imperfect document was purposely sent in its 
original state to the Government. 

111. As to the testamentary behests of Maharajah Prithee Sing, 
Captain Lang must be well aware that on his death-bed the Maharajah 
said to his Ranee, the Bhahee Sahibah, that if the expectation of her 
pregnancy were disappointed, she was certainly to adopt Juswunt Sing. 
The British Government is noted for justice; we are confident that it will 
discern the true merits of this case with all impartiality. 

14. In regard to the statements of Captain Lang’s Karkoon, cou- 
Itoply to paraj;raph <lth, ox- tained in the 4th extract, the Maharajah 
tract .end. jg Unable to judge whether they are his own 

invention, or made at the suggestion of some interested person, or 
the result of misapprehension on his part of the deed having been 
Eeply to paragraph cth, ex- written on that day, consequent of some 

additional attestations having been added to 
the document on the eve of the Maharajah’s departure. The Maharajah 
is satisfied that if the witnesses to the deed be examined, they will speak 
out truthfully, and that the Princes of Rajpootana, after having made 
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themselves aoquainted with the customs and usages of the Maharajah’s 
family, would unanimously declare that there was uothiug inconsistent 
or unusual in the document. 


Beply to JEootract 3. 

15. Captain Lang has stated in the 3rd extract that it a Ruler 
of one State is adopted into another, he must forfeit his ongimil 
possession. An answer to this statement, together with quotation from 
the Dhnrm Shasters, will be found in the Maharajah’s khureeta of the 
24th October 1845, which, to avoid prolixity, will not be repeated here. 


to Extract 4. 

16. Captain Lang writes that as Maharajah Tukt Sing himself 
expected to obtain Edur in event of Jowan 
Kecapitulation of extract 4. ging’s succeeding to Jodhpore, how can he 

consider the claim of Edur to Ahmednuggur invalid? Further, that after 
Beoapitalationofpai'agraph the demise of Bnlwunt Sing, Maharajah 
2nd, extniot 5. Tukt Sing ruled in person over Ahmed¬ 

nuggur with the sanction of the British Government for the space of 
two years, that is, up to the time of his departure for Jodhpore; and 
that, as a necessary consequence on his elevation to the throne, the 
claim of the widow of Prithee Sing was extinguished. On neither of 

these subjects, that is, neither on his own 
elevation to the Ahmednuggur throne, nor 
on his claim to Edur, did the Maharajah ever address Captain Lang, 
nor did he direct any one else (to do so). So, why does this gentleman 
write on subjects which are still wrapped up in the Maharajah’s breast ? 
In his heart, perhaps, the Maharajah aspires to universal empire, hut how 
could such an aspiration find its way into an ofiEoial document? 


Reply to Extract 5. 

17. In regard to the assertion that there is no difference in the 
position of the widows of the elder brother 
of Maharajah Tukt Sing, only candidly 
consider and see what a marked difference exists. For Oomeid Sing (the 
elder brother of J owan Sing) never sat on the throne, and died during 
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the life-time of his father without succeeding to what would have been 
his inheritance; consequently, if his widows adopt any one, the adopted 
child could not succeed to the throne. 

Hefly to JSxtract 6. 

18. In regard to what is said of the danger which threatens the 
well-being of the Mahee Kanta, the Maharajah never requested that 
Ahmednuggur should be attached to Jodhpore; as it is now, so let it 
remain ; so why should the well-being of the Mahee Kanta be disturbed ? 

Conclumn. 

19. The implicit confidence felt in the equity and wisdom of the 
British Government assures that, firstly^ from regard to the old estab¬ 
lished relations of friendship and amity and the justice of the cause 
of the Maharajah and his children, secondly, on the grounds that the 
right and title to a former possession on inheritance from his ancestors 
are not invalidated by the lawful acquisition of a new territory, but con¬ 
tinues to him iu full force, which principle has been clearly demonstrated 
in his former communications, the British Government will with discri¬ 
mination arrive at a just conclusion. 


From Lieutbnant-Colonel J, Sutheeland, Agent to the Governor General for 
the States of Bajpootana, to W. Edwards, Esq., Under-Secretaiy to the 
Government of India, Foreign Department, with the Governor General, — 
No. 103-742, dated Camp Jeypore, the 10th Juno 1846. 

I HAVE had the honour to receive your letter. No, 1158, dated 30th 
ultimo, requiring me to furnish a final Keport noticing the several points 
dwelt on by the Bombay Government and the authorities who advocate 
the Edur claim (to succession to Ahmednuggur) . 

2. I have already said in my letter, No. 90, dated the 16th ultimo, 
that the testimony of Maharajah Tukt Sing and the reasoning of Mr, 
Greathed left no doubt on my mind that Jiiswuut Sing was adopted by 
the widow of Bajah Prithee Sing, the brother of Maharajah Tukt Sing, 
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and that there could be no doubt of the validity of the adoption since the 
child is still at Ahmednuggur iu the arras of his adoptive mother. 

3. I shall now further proceed, as commanded, to notice the 
several points dwelt upon by the Bombay Government in Mr. Chief 
Secretary Willoughby’s letter. No. 13, dated 26th September last, to 
your address, and the letter from Captain Lang, the Political Agent iu 
the Mahee Kanta, No. 326, dated the 20th June 1845, both of which 
were before me when my letter of 16th ultimo was written. 

4, In the 1st and 2nd paragraphs of Mr. Willoughby’s letter it 
is supposed that Juswunt Sing was elected heir apparent to the throne 
of Marvvar, and thereby forfeited the right to retain Ahmednuggur. I 
was myself, until my return to Rajpootana, under the impression that 
Juswunt Sing had accompanied his father for the purpose of being 
adopted hy the widow of Maharajah Maun Sing, since the father was 
too old to be adopted; and in that case the father would have been 
Regent only of the principality during the minority of his son, as 
he^appears to have been of the Chiefship of Ahmednuggur from the 
period of his brother’s death and bis son’s adoption. But since the 
eon did not accompany his father, and remained at Ahmednuggur as 
the adopted son of the widow of the last Sovereign, there was, of 
course, no forfeiture. 

5. If, as is supposed iu the 6th paragraph of Mr. Willoughby’s 
letter, Maharajah Tukt Sing had been concerned iu the fraudulent trans¬ 
action of “antedating” the deed of adoption, this would, doubtless, be 
considered a transaction so discreditable as to render him unworthy of 
the throne of Marwar. But I am of opinion that it was quite com¬ 
petent for Prithee Sing’s widow to adopt Juswunt Sing on the eve of 
his father’s departure for Marwar in 1843 as on the death of her 
husband in 1840; and it has, I think, been clearly proved that the adop¬ 
tion took place kt the former and not at the latter period, and that the 
Maharajah stands, consequently, clear of any fraudulent act. 

6, There does not appear to be anything peculiar in the circum¬ 
stances under which Ahmednuggur was separated from Edur by being 
assigned as a provision for a younger son, although such a provision 
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vv^ould, ill the present day, or for many generations past, be iinusnal in 
any of the principal sovereign liouses of Rajpootana. But the pro¬ 
vision and separation once made, it is competent for the junior bouse 
to continue it by adoptiug* junior members of the same house, and thus 
preventing its absorption in the senior family. The only exception that 
I know to this usage among Rajpoots is that which prevails among 
the inferior Chiefs of Shekawattee, who are governed by usages peculiar 
to themselves, and amongst whom adoption cannot take place, in order, 
apparently, that there may not be too great a division of landed pro¬ 
perty, or in order to counteract a law or a usage which prevails among 
tliem, and them only, which assigns to all the sons of a family an equal 
share of their father^s lands. This is the principal reason why so few 
Chiefs or Rulers of tribes remain among the Shekawut Rajpoots, and 
why there are such constant dissensions and civil wars in that region, 
especially when Jeypore, tlie Lord Paramount over all, is not powerful 
enough to perform her duty of supremacy. 

7. The next or 8th paragraph of Mr, Willoughby^s letter refers 
to the 8th and 13th paragraphs of Captain Langes letter, which are con¬ 
sidered to prove that, had the succession to the throne of Marwor been 
decided by rights of inheritance, the Edur, and not the Ahmednuggur, 
House would have succeeded; also that the circumstance of the Edur 
Chief being a minor under our guardianship gave his rival great advan¬ 
tages over him in the competition: and that these circumstances are 
calculated to exoite the sympathy of the British Government for the 
young Chief of Edur, to induce it to entertain his present claim and 
extend a just support to his interests. On the claims to succession to the 
throne of Marwar and the mode of its settlement, I beg to quote an 
extract, as below,* from my Report on tlie general condition of Rajpootana, 


* The Maharajah (Maun Sing) had at differeBt times named three families with whom 
the right of siiocossion lay : tho deaconclants of Maharajah Am^er Sing, the older 

brother of the heroic Jnswiint Sing, who carried hh^ ai'ms into the snowy regions of the 
Hindoo Koosh, and died Ruler of Cahul; 2nt:?b/, the •.young Rajah of Edur; Srdly^ tho 
Rajah of Ahmednuggur, not, however, nioauing that this vraa thoir order of succossion. 
There was besides these the pretender, Bholkul Sing, the sui nosititionis and postliumoua 
BOB of Bheetn Sing, the proclecossor of Maun Sing, in support of whose pretensions 
many of the fathers and grandlathcrs of the most powerful amonget the present Chiefs 
had iought and died. On hearing the death of the Maharajah, Bholkul Sing quitted Ida 
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dated ISth November 1843, to Mr. Secretary Thomason'^s address. The 
Hon^ble the Governor in Council considers the election of Maharajah 
Tukt Sing to be, however, a final measure; and on this I may observe 
that all the claimants were in our estimation equal, except, perhaps, the 
pretender, Dholkiil Sing, whose election could hardly have failed to have 
produced future anai’chy in Marwar. I need hardly say here that the 
Chiefs of the State possess 40 lakhs of the 60 of land revenue, and the 
mode in which they carried through their election, the peaceable manner 
in which the Maharajah ascended the throne, and the harmonious man¬ 
ner in which the administration has been conducted, afford a fine speci¬ 
men of the advantage of allowing the Chiefs of a feudal sovereignty 
of the first magnitude to carry out affairs of the first importance, and in 
the right adjustment of which they are, at least, as much interested 
as the British Government. Had there been no adoption at Ahmed- 
nuggur, the same form of election might have been had recourse to, 
1 think, with great advantage, for although the Chiefs and Officers of 
that petty State are, of course, immeasurably inferior in rank and station 
to those of Marwar, still there is a brotherhood, who would, doubtless 
(if left to themselves, or only aided, when aid is required, from our local 
Officers), have carried through their election satisfactorily. The sympathy 
which is expressed in behalf of the young Chief of Edur, it is always, 
I would venture to say, dangerous for the British Government or its 
Officers to entertain in matters of this kind. 

8. The 9th and 10th paragraphs of Mr. Willoughby^s letter dis¬ 
cuss the merits of the replies received to the queries put to the Courts of 
Oodeypore, Jodhpore, and Jeypore, relating to the Jodhpore succession. 


place of residence in the Jhtijjur Territory, and entered Kaj poo tan a to lay his claim to 
enooession before the British Government (he visited me at Ajmere). The widows, the 
Chiefs, and the Officers of the State, entitled to vote on so important a question, conti¬ 
nued unitedly to apply themselves, in communication with Captain Ludlow, to the election 
of their future Sovereign, and eventually a deputation was sent with letters and petitions 
from all parties to Ahmednnggur to invite Bajah Tukt Sing to proceed to Jodhpore 
and take upon himsolf the sovereign authority over Marwar, bringing with him his son 
as heir apparent. Maharajah Tukt Sing, accompanied by the deputation and by the Chiefs 
of the State, who went forward to meet His Highness on the frontier, proceeded accord¬ 
ingly to Jodhpore, whr ie he arrived on the 28th of last month, and on the following 
evening at sunset, that being considered an auspicious period, ascended tho musnud 
of Marwar. 
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A^'ery little importance, I am of opinion, can be attached to testimony of 
this kind, for in their replies the sevei’al Courts are, doubtless, liable to he 
influenced by occurrences which have taken place, or which they may 
suppose likely to take place, in their own line of succession : and amongst 
the Rajpoots generally precedents wide as the Poles asunder will be 
found for almost every conceivable case in matters of succession and 
inheritance. Such references are, I think, more interesting than likely 
to he useful, as showing us what such authorities will say on such 
subjects and iu leading them to discuss such questions. 

9. The 11th and 12th paragraphs of Mr. Willoughby’s letter, 
referring to the 15th paragraph of Captain Lang’s and to Hindoo Law, 
discuss the question “whether, according to Hindoo Law, a person 
being adopted into a superior property, is, or is not, bound to relinquish 
all claim to his original patrimony? And whether, in the event of the 
said person having a son horn to him prior to such adoption, the son 
is, or is not, bound to follow his father’s new fortune, or can remain 
behind to inherit the new patrimony?” It is afterwards stated that 
according to Hindoo Law Tukt Sing’s adoption could not he upheld, 
since the party adopted must not be beyond a certain age, or himself a 
father. There is much, it will he observed, in these quotations not 
relevant to the question under review, for it was never, of course, intended 
that Tukt Sing, a person of mature age and the father of a family, 
should be adopted by the widow of Maun Sing; and it is now well 
established that his son, Juswunt Sing, remained behind to succeed to 
his father’s patrimony in virtue of his adoption by the widow of its 
last Chief, the elder brother of his father. It would, I think, be danger¬ 
ous to discuss or settle such questions according to Hindoo Law, and the 
Hon’ble the Governor “does not regard this to be altogether a legal 
question.” I am not aware of any question of succession to a principality 
being settled by either Hindoo or Mahomedan Law, for if this practice 
prevailed, there would necessarily he that division of property among the 
sons which the law prescribes, and both Hindoo and Mahomedan prin¬ 
cipalities would soon cease to be substantive powers. But if the present 
question were to be ruled by Hindoo Law, Juswunt Sing would not forfeit 
his natural rights, since he is not the son of an adopted father, and 
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himself inherits bis father^s original rights through his adoption by 
the widow of bis father^s brother. 

10. The 13th paragraph of Mr. Willoughby^s letter, referring 
to the 16th and 18th paragraphs of Captain Langes, and to the opinions 
given by Oodeypore, Jeypore, Joclhpore, Boondee, and Bickaiieer to 
queries put to them on a former, occasion relating to election and 
succession, goes on to argue that Takt Sing, by his election to the 
sovereignty of Marwar, forfeited his right to Ahmednuggur, and 
that his then only sou, Juswunt Sing, from having been invited by the 
party which elected his father to accompany him as his heir apparent, 
forfeited his claim to that Chiefship also. It can. hardly be meant 
that the mere invitation involved the penalty of forfeiture of claim, 
since he did not accept it, but remained at Ahmednuggur. 

11. It is said in the 14th paragraph that under the Bombay 
Government succession to Rajpoot estates is regulated by the law of 
inheritance settled under the authority of Government, on which I 
would venture to observe that through the division of property they 
must very soon cease to be substantive States. It is also said that 
the law of election is there unknown, and that, had the practice always 
followed under the Bombay Presidency been observed, the minor Chief of 
Edur as heir-atdaw, and not Tukt Sing, would be Sovereign of Marwar. 
It is, I think, very fortunate that the Bombay practice was not in 
operation in Rajpootana, else we should have lost the finest example 
there has, perhaps, ever been in India of a peaceable election and succes¬ 
sion to the throne of a powerful monarchy. 

1^, The 15th paragraph of the Chief Secretary's letter, referring 
to the 20th paragraph of Captain Laughs, notices the support which the 
views of the Hon^ble the Governor in Council receive from the expecta¬ 
tion which Tukt Sing entertained of succeeding to the Edur Chiefship 
had the Chief df Edur been elected to Jodhpore. On this subject the 
Maharajah says (paragraph 16, reply to extract 4,) in reply to the 
queries put to this Vakeel by Mr. Greathed on the 7th of March last 
(vide enclosure of Political A gen t^s letter. No. 38, dated 6 th ultimo) : 

Captain Lang writes that as Maharajah Tukt Sing himself expected to 
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obtain Ednr in event of Jowaa Singes succeeding to Jodbporc;, how can 
lie consider the claim of Edur to Ahmed nuggar invalid ? Never on his claim 
to Edur did the Maharajah address Captain Lang, nor did he direct any 
one else (to do so ); so why does this gentleman write on subjects which 
are still wrapped up in the Maharajah^s breast ? In his heart, perhaps, 
the Maharajah aspires to universal empire, but how could such an aspira¬ 
tion find its way into an official document The Hon’ble the Governor 
is of opinion that Captain Lang's concluding observations ^^in regard 
to the impolicy of allowing Jodhpore to intermeddle with the affairs 
of the Rajpoot States in Giizerat and on the evils likely to arise if this 
is permitted" are deserving of the best consideration. On this subject 
I observed in my letter, No. 90, dated the 16th ultimo :—^^Ido not 
apprehend any evil consequence to the well-being of the Mahee JCa^ 
from a son of the Sovereign of Marwar being in poKSsession of Ahmed- 
nuggur, The Maharajah says in the 18th paragraph of his note that he 
does not desire that Ahmednuggur should be attached to Jodhpore, and 
I should look to good rather than evil consequences from any interest 
which he may continue to take in the inferior Chiefship. But should it 
hereafter become a dependency of Jodhpore, I do not see why it should 
not be governed under one supremacy, as barmouiously as if it were 
a dependency on Edur.''' On this I would farther observe that the 
Political Authorities in the Mahee Kanta need hardly apprehend any 
diminution in their importance from being to this extent connected 
with Marwar, or with the Political Authorities in Rajpootana. 

13. A copy of your letter and of this reply shall be forwarded 
for Mr, Greathed's information. 


iVom A. Malet, Esq., Chief Secretary to Governmont of Bombay, to 11. M. 
Elliot, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department, 
with tbo Eight Hon’ble the Governor Generah—Ho. 264-3819, dated the 
^th October 1847. 

I AM directed by the Ilon'ble the Governor in Council to acknow¬ 
ledge the receipt of Sir F. Currie's letters, dated the 27th January 
and !8th July 1846, Nos. 214 and 1556, calling for an exposition of the 
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general views of this Government on the subject of the succession to 
the Chiefship of Ahmedniiggur in Guzerat, the right to which is on the 
one hand contested by the Rajah of Edur, and on the other by the 
present Maharajah of Marwar. 

2. In reply, I am directed to transmit to you, for submission to the 
Rio-ht Hon'ble the Governor General of India, copies of two Reports 
upon this subject from Major Lang, late Political Agent in the Mahee 
Kanta, dated the 25th April 181*6 and the 22iid April 1847, and also 
of a Report from Captain Wallace, the present Political Agent, dated 
the 30th November last, 

I am farther direcl^ed to transmit, for submission to the Right 
Hon^ble the Governor General, copies of the 
Minutes noted in the margin, containing the 
views of the Members of this Government 
Tipon this disputed succession, and to solicit 
the special attention of His Lordship to the 
HoiPble Mr. Willotighby^s Minute dated the 
6th ultimo, which contains a summary of the 
facts of tins case, accompanied by an histori¬ 
cal sketch of the several parties whose inter¬ 
ests are involved in the dispute and the 
relation in which they stand to each other. 
This Minute also contains an exposition of 
Mr. Willoughby^s sentiments on each of the 
points upon which the question at issue 
appears to depend. The conclusions at which Mr. Willoughby has 
arrived, as expressed in his Minute, and which are recapitulated briefly 
in his last paragraph, have been fully concurred in by the Hon'ble 
the Governor and the Hon^ble Mr. Reid. 

4. In forwarding the above-mentioned Minutes, I am desired to 
state, for the information of 11 is Lordship, that, for the reasons assigned 
by the Hon’ble Mr. WHlloughby, this Government is of opinion %iat, 
upon grounds of justice, equity, and policy, Ahmednuggur and its depen¬ 
dencies ought now to revert to the elder Edur branch of the family, 
and that these two principalities should, as they did previous to a. d. 


3. 

1. mnute by tbe Hon’ble 
Mr. Willougbby, dated 5tb No¬ 
vember 1846. 

2. Minute by tbe Hon’ble 
Mr. Willoughby, dated 27th 
July 1817. 

3. Minute by the Hon’ble 
Mr. Willoughby, dated 6th Sep¬ 
tember 1847. 

4. Minute by^/the Hon’ble 
the Governor, dated 26fch Sep¬ 
tember 1847. 

5. Minute by the Hon’ble 
Mr. Reid, without date. 

6. Minute by the Hon’ble 
Mr. Willoughby, dated 28fch 
September 181-7. 


A mi EDN U G G U R StJ CC ESS I ON. 


16 S 


1784, again form one State under the Rajah of Edur, and that Maharajah 
Tukt Sing should he required to remove his eldest son, Juswunt Sing, and 
the other members of his family, now at Ahmednuggur, immediately 
to Jodhpore. 


From the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, to J. P. Willoughby, Esq., Chief 
Secretary to Government, Bombay,—No. 251-38, dated the 25th April 1846. 

With reference to your letter dated the 11th February last, and 
the copy of Mr. Secretary Curriers letter sent with it, forwarding, for 
any farther observations I may have to offer on the subject, a Report 
from the Political Agent at Jodhpore, dated the 24.th October last, and 
its several accompaniments, regui’ding the claim advanced by the Edur 
Durbar to succeed to the Ahmednnggur Talooka, I have now the iionour 
to inform you that I have made the fullest enquiries in my power on the 
two principal points discussed in Mr. Greathed^s letter as likely to 
influence the eventual decision of this important question, and which I 
consider to be the time of adoption of Maharaj Juswunt Sing by his 
late uncle^s widow, and the inherent right of Maharaj Tukt Sing to retain 
Ahmednnggur to himself after his adoption and election as Sovereign 
of Marwar, The result of these enquiries has fully confirmed the opinion 
which I ventured to offer on both these points in my Report of the 20th 
June last, and shall now be explained as shortly as possible, after which 
I shall offer such observations as occur to me on the other points touched 
upon ill Mr. Greathed^s letter which appear to require my reply. 

2. The proof contained in the deed of adoption itself of Maharaj 
Juswunt Sing of its having been antedated from October 18^ 3 to Octo¬ 
ber 1841, as pointed out in the 5th and 6th paragraplis of my letter of 
the 20th June last, must, I think, have satisfied Mr. Greathed of the 
correctness of my formerly expressed opinion on this point; but as that 
Oflicer appears, in the 17th and few following pai’agraphs 6f his Report, to 
place so much reliance on the assertions of Maharajah Tukt Sing on this 
subject, and enters at such length into an explanation of the circum¬ 
stances under which this adoption is stated to have been made when the 
Maharajah's sister-in-law lost her own posthumous son, 1 may as well 
here mention that whatever I might have thought of the weight due 
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to the report of my Kavkoon regarding the time wheti this adoption took 
place I should ilever have considered myself justified m accusing the 
Ahraednuggur Authorities of antedating the deed of adoption on this 
ground alone. I was aware, however, from my own knowledge, that the 
adoption had not taken place at the time stated, or, indeed, up to the date 
of Maharajah Maun Sing's death, unless it was considered necessary no 
only not to inform me of it, bat carefully to conceal it from me when 
the simple intimation of it would have at once cut short in Maharajalv 
Tukt Sing’s favour the discussions regarding Mourassa, which originated 
in the claim set up by the Collector of Ahmedabad to appropriate .to our 
Government the Marwaree share of that pergunnah, on the ground 
that the adopted line of Maharajah Zalum Sing was extinct, first, on the 
death of Maharaj Prithee Sing of Ahmednnggur, and afterwards on that 
of his posthumous son, Bulwunt Sing. On this point I beg to refei-to 
Mr Chief Secretary Reid’s letter of the 1st June 184.3, deciding this 
question in favour of Maharaj Tukt Sing, but only on the condition of his 
agreeing to certain arrangements proposed by the Collector for the more 
peaceable management of Mourassa for the future, which veservation was 
Lde on the express ground that Tukt Sing’s right to succeed to Mourassa 
as a part of the Ahmedniiggur estate was " not free from argument, as 
directed by Government. On that occasion I sent for the Ahmednuggur 
Kavbarees for the purpose of settling this dispute, and they were with 
me at Sadra in September 1843, when I heard of Maharajah Maun Sing’s 
death, when this point was discussed on the ground of the adopted line 
'of Zalum Sing being extinct; but they were recalled to Ahmednuggur 
owino- to the expected visit of the deputation from Jodhpore before any 
settlement could be effected. Had Juswunt Sing, however, been given in 
adoption to Prithee Sing’s widow prior to that period, there would not, 
of course, have been any ground to question the Ahmednuggur ngdit 
throuMi him to Mourassa, which had not existed with equal validity 
from the time nf Zalum Sing’s death, nearly 40 years before. 

3. Mhtb regard to the report of the Kavkoon I sent to Ahmed- 
nucr-Tui- as to this adoption having taken place the night before 
Maharajah Tukt Sing left for Jodhpore, it should not be forgotten, 
in forming a judgment of the weight to he attached to it, that the 
■idoption was merely reported as one of the oQCurcences which had 
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taken place on the occasion of Maharajah Tukt Singes depai’ture, and 
that the Karkoonj, therefore, could not have had any oitject in misrepre¬ 
senting it, or any possible expectation if the subject came to be investi¬ 
gated, that his report, if false, could upset the testimony of the parties 
by whom such acts are always witnessed and testified to accordingly. 
As regards the denial of the adoption by Gumbur Sing in the presence 
of Captain French, which is alluded to in the 18th paragraph of Mr. 
Greathed^s letter, 1 never attached the slightest value to it, except as 
proving the very natural anxiety of those most interested in Juswunt 
Sing to . get him by any means in their ]^)wer to succeed his father 
if he survived him in tlie Marwar sovereignty. It must be remem¬ 
bered, however, that Gumbur Singes object in what he stated to Cap¬ 
tain French was to keep the adoption out of sight in order , to prevent 
its interfering with his nephews being summoned to Jodhpore, and 
not to prove either how or when it had taken place; otherwise I 
quite agree with Mr, Greathed that he would doubtless have been 
equally well prepared '^with a falsehood to bolster up the forgery/^ 

4. Under these circumstances and those formerly reported in 
connection with this part of the subject, it seems superfluous to trouble 
Goveniment with the statements of any of the witnesses whose signa¬ 
tures are attached to the deed of adoption. On the receipt of the 
correspondence now under rejily, however, I sent for one of those 
individuals who lives in liis Highness the Gaekwar'^s Districts, not far 
from Sadra, and took his deposition on the subject, and wrote at the 
same time to Captain Keily to take those of four of the Thakoors who 
had attested the writing, and who all resided near the part of the country 
in which that Officer was then employed. It may, therefore, be as well 
to submit translations to the whole of these, which I beg to annex, and 
regret to observe that three out of the five witnesses examined have 
endeavoured by falsehood, which in two of the three cases can be clearly 
exposed, to support the assertions of the AhmednugguF Authorities as 
to the time when the adoption took place. It is necessary, in conse¬ 
quence of this, that I should shortly explain who these different witnesses 
are. The first, Dew Kao Cassee, is a respectable old man between 60 
and 70 years of age, who was formerly employed with the Mahee 
Ka.nta Mooluckgerree of His Highness the Gaekwai’, and, having had 
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charge of the force when Maharaj Zalurri Sing of Mourassa was killed 
at Amleeara, \v9s afterwards sent by His Highness the Gaekwar to 
assist in the adoption of a sou by the Maharajah’s widow. For the 
services then aud at other times rendered to the Ahmednuggnr family, 
he received from them, the valuable village of Akrood in enam, which 
he still enjoys, but is otherwise equally independent of both the Edur 
and Ahmednuggnr Durbars. The second witness examined is the 
Thakoor of Mohunpore, one of the principal Bhomya Chiefs in this 
province, and being a separate tributary, independent of both the Mar- 
waree families, although his sister was married to the late Maharaj 
Kurreem Sing of Ahmednuggnr, Tukt Sing’s father, and was one of the 
victims of the Suttee at that place in 1835. Both of these witnesses 
attended soon after they were sent for, and state in their depositions 
that the adoption took place and was witnessed by them the night before 
Maharaj Tukt Sing left Ahmednuggnr for Jodhpore, on which occasion 
they bad gone to pay their respects to him j and the Mohunpore Thakoor 
produces the note from, the Maharaj summoning him for that purpose. 

5, The next two witnesses to the deed of adoption, whose state¬ 
ments are annexed, are the Thakoors of Doongurwarra and Senawarra, both 
of whom are Puttawuts of Ahmednuggnr, and, consequently, in a great 
measure dependent on that Durbar. It will be seeir from the dates of 
their depot itions that they did not attend for some days after the Mohun- 
pore Thakoor, and all kinds of excuses were made to Captain Kelly to 
get him to dispense with the attendance of the Doongurwarra 'fhakoor 
altogether, and to take the statement of his uncle instead. Whether they 
bad been spoken to in the meantime by any one in the Ahraednuggur 
interests, or whether they were afraid of siifFering in any way IVom 
telling the truth, it is, of course, impossible to ascertain; but it will, I 
think, be apparent to any person reading their depositions that they are 
entirely false, from the circumstance of their testifying to their having 
sio-ned their mimes as Thakoors at a time when both their fathers were 
still alive, and the explanation they attempt to give of it. The Doongur- 
warra Thakoor is, moreover, quite a youth still, and if the adoption took 
place, as asserted, in 1841, he must have been called to witness it as a 
child, which is, of course, most improbable. Their fathers, however, died 
in 184^, and the adoption having actually taken place in 1843, they 
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then witnessed it as the Thakoors of their respective puttas as a matter 
of course, and signed their names accordingly. The fifth witness ques* 
tioned by Captain Keily is one of the Tintooee Bhyaud, who has long 
enjoyed a village or two in putta from Ahmednuggur, and gives his 
evidence altogether in favour of the assertions on the subject made by 
the Durbar. On being asked about the other witnesses, however, besides 
mentioning the names of several persons whose signatures are not attached 
to the writing at all, he falls into the same mistake as the Doongur- 
warra and Senawarra Thakoors, giving their names as having signed it 
as such at a time when their fathers were still living; but on its being 
pointed out to him that they could not then have witnessed the adoption 
as Thakoors, he qualifies his first assertion by stating that he does not 
know wliether tlie fathers or the sons were the parties who signed the 
deed. From all this it is self-.6vident that, in the hurry of the adoption, 
the Alimediiuggur Authorities must have overlooked the important 
circumstance of the death of these two Chiefs between the periods when 
it was dated and when it actually took place, thus adding another link 
to the chain of internal evidence pointed out in the 5th and 6th para¬ 
graphs of my former Report in proof of the fabrication of this document. 
There are one or two other points in the last mentioned deposition which 
might be remarked upon as rendering it most suspicious; but what I 
have already stated now and formerly on this part of the subject must, 
I feel assured, be considered conclusive, and I need not further enlarge 
upon it. The remaining witnesses, whose signatures are attached to the 
paper, are so entirely dependent on the Ahmednuggur Durbar, that it 
appeared quite useless to examine them at all regardingib. 

6. T come now to the inherent right of Maharajah Tukt Sing 
to retain Alimednnggui* for himself, or to make it over to any other 
member of his family on his adoption and election as Sovereign of Mar-, 
war. But I must first premise that I am altogether unable to coincide 
with Mr. Greathed that an appeal to the opinions and usages of Guzerat 
is equivalent to an appeal to what obtains in Eajasthan. As stated in 
the 7th paragraph of my letter of the 18th December 1843 and the 
18th and 19th paragraphs of my Report of the 20th June last, the 
smaller Chiefships we have to do with in this part of the country and 
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their greater subdivision amongst members of the same and different 
families have rendered a greater degree 6l interference necessaiy both 
in this province and in Kattywar than has ever been customary with 
regard to the larger and more independent States of liajpootaria, Not 
to go farther for an instance of the different policy pursued, I think I 
may safely state that, had the same system been prevalent ia Rajwarra. 
as has long obtained amongst the Rajpoot and other States in Guzerat, 
Jowan Sing of Edur would now have been Sovereign of Marwar ; and as 
I have shown in the 19th paragraph of my last Report that tlie disputes 
between the Edur and Ahmednuggur families have heretofore been 
investigated and settled on the same principles as have been acted upon 
in the management of all the other Clnefships in Guzerat and Ratty war, 
it would obviously involve a great injustice to the young Edur Rajah 
if the decision in the present case were to be guided by other rules, 
the more particularly as the Edur Chief in his disputes with Ahmed-* 
nuggur and other subordinate branches of bis family has up to the 
present time been generally the sufferer from the more minute degree of 
interference exercised by the Bombay Government. 

7. It is unnecessary, however, to press this point in considering 
the question of Maharajah Tukt Singes inherent right to retain Ahrned- 
nuggiir after succeeding to Jodhpore, since the replies received from the 
principal States of Rajwarra to the queries addressed to them by the 
Government of India are shown in the 18th paragraph of my Report 
of the ^Oth June last to be equally unfavourable to tiie Jodhpore claim 
on this particular point, as a decision founded on the merits of the case 
and the Hindoo Law of Adoption would, in my humble judgment, inevi¬ 
tably be. Although the four Durbars (for, of course, Jodhpore must be 
excluded as one of the parties concerned), of Oodeypore, Jeypore, Boondee, 
and Bickaneer, do not appear to agree on any of the otlier points sub¬ 
mitted for their replies, they all concur in the necessity of a Chief of a 
Rajpoot State elected to the Cl)iefship of another State forfeiting all 
Ills rights of sovereignty in the State first possessed by him, with the 
reservation made by Boondee alone, but not affecting the present dispute, 
that the two States must be separate, and that no condition has been 
made at the time of the election to retain them both. This, therelore, 
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being the custom of Eajpootana, it follows, as a matter of course, that 
Maharajah Tukt Sing cannot, as he now proposes to do, make over 
Ahmednuggar to his second son, who was not born for several months 
after he went to Jodhpore, and the injustice of which to the young 
Ediir Rajah, already superseded in the succession to Marwar by a junior 
branch of his own family, appears to me to be so glaring, that I cannot 
but think Mr. Greathed, in supporting the Maharajah^s proposal, must 
have been unaware that the child now offered as the new Chief of 
Ahmednngguv was not in existence when the Maharajah left that place, 
and must likewise have forgotten that the course he recommends for 
adoption must involve the virtual annexation of Ahmednuggur to 
Jodhpore, for if Maharajah Tukt Sing has a right now to substitute 
one son for another in the Ahmednuggur Chiefship, it seems to follow 
that he would have an equal right hereafter, in the event of the death 
of his second son, to make Ahmednuggur over to a third, or, in fact, to 
any other, person he may choose to appoint, and to allow it either to 
remain as a separate talooka, or govern it as a Pergminah of Jodhpore, 
as may be most agreeable to himself, 

8. As regards the texts from the Shasters given in the 2nd part 
of Appendix D. of the accompaniments of Mr. Greathed^s letter, they 
are so completely opposed to those alluded to in the 16th paragraph 
of my Report of the 20th June last, that I deemed it my duty to make 
the most particular enquiries in rny power with regard to the inherent 
rights of adopted sons as laid down in the different Shasters which are 
considered authoritative on such subjects, and this has caused much 
greater delay in submitting this reply than I eould have wished. The 
means at my disposal of obtaining satisfactory information on points 
of this description are, of course, limited, and if considered advisable, I 
w'ould Inimbly recommend that the enquiry should be further prosecuted 
at the Presidency, where the most trustworthy information can doubtless 
be readily obtained. I have not been able to consult * the writings of 
Strange, Colebrooke, or Maonaghten, or other English Authorities on 
Hindoo Law, but 1 am informed by others better versed in such matters 
than myself that the understood rule is, that an adopted son forfeits 
by his adoption all his rights in his natural father^s family, and that 
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the only exception recognized by the Hindoo Law as applicable to tho 
present yog or age of Hindooism, is where an agreement has been 
entered into at the time of the adoption that the son given is to perform 
the obsequies and succeed to the property both of his natural and adop^ 
tive fathers. In the Appendix above referred to of Mr. Greathed^s 
letter, the quotations from the Shasters appear to be so much mixed up 
with the comments of the person by whom they are made, that it is 
impossible to ascertain when the former terminate and the latter begin ; 
and in order, if possible, to clear up this point, I thought it as well 
to submit a few queries on the subject to a Shastree, and beg to annex 
translations of them and of that iuclividuars replies. From these it 
would appear that he is not aware of any texts either in the Nirune, 
Sindhoo, or other Grunths quoted by the Jodhpore Authorities, by which 
an adopted son, if the only son of his natural father, is entitled to inherit 
his property, and considers that, if any such doctrine is laid down 
in any of the ShaUerSy it must be with reference to some of the 10 
descriptions of sons allowed in former ages of Hindooism, but declared 
by all the S/iasUrs bo be JSeeskeedhy inadmissible in the Ktd Yog or pre¬ 
sent Hindoo age. I beg likewise to annex a translation of this Shader^s 
exposition of the Hindoo Law of Adoption with reference to the parti¬ 
cular points in dispute, from which it will be seen that the adoption of V' 

a person himself a father (as was the case with Maharajah Tukt Sing) is 
considered by him illegal according to the and that he looks 

upon the rule debarring an adopted son from succeeding to his natural 
father's property as absolute, not even recognizing the exception to 
which 1 have alluded of an agreement to the contrary at "^he time of 
making the adoption, which, he states, although allowed in former ages, 
is not applicable to the Kid Yog. 

9. 'Whilst on this part of the subject, I may as well, to save the 
trouble of reference, annex translations of the replies from the two 
alluded to in the 16th paragraph of my Report of the 20th June 
last to the queries addressed to them regarding the points I then consi¬ 
dered to bear particularly on the merits of this dispute, so far as the 
doctrines of the Shasters may Re considered to affect it. One of these is 
the same individual who is referred to in the foregoing paragraph, and 
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the other a still more learned man in the Sliaskrs belonging to Surat, 
Neither of them is at all connected with this province^ and know 
nothings as far as I am aware^ of the particular case to which the queries 
addressed to them were meant to apply. I beg also to add a copy of 
the queries addressed by Government to the Sudder Adawlut in 184^ 
in the supposititious case there given long before the present discussion 
had arisen at all, and of the replies received to them from that Court, 
which were forwarded to me with copy of your letter of the 27th Sep¬ 
tember 1842 by the late Political Commissioner for Guzerat. The 
second of these replies, it will be seen, is directly against Maharajah Tukfc 
Singes inherent right to retain Ahmednuggnr after his adoption into the 
Jodhpore family, and the other two tried greatly to confirm this view of 
the case by showing how completely an adoption into another family is 
considered to sever the connection, as far as succession to property goes, 
between the party thus adopted and his original family. No reservation 
is made either in these replies from the Sudder Adawlut, or those of the 
8/iastrees whom I have consulted, regarding the person thus adopted, if 
an only son, succeeding to the property of his natural as well as that of 
his adoptive father ; and the inference, therefore, seems inevitable that the 
Jodhpore Authorities, in endeavouring to support their own views of the 
case from the Shasters^ have either made some mistake in their quota¬ 
tions, or, what is more probable, have taken advantage of some of the 
subtleties of the Hindoo Law, without making any enquiries whether 
the texts quoted by them are still possessed of any authority, or consi¬ 
dered, as would appear beyond a doubt to be the case, as altogether 
obsolete or inapplicable in the present Hindoo age. One of the Shasifees^ 
it will be seen, objects to the adoption of an only son, and the 4th para¬ 
graph of the first part of Appendix D. to Mr. Greathed’s letter likewise 
states that such an adoption is not proper. Whether it amounts to an 
illegality according to the Shasiers I am not aware; but if it does, it 
would equally vitiate the adoption of Maharajah Tukt Sing himself and . 
his son, Juswunt Sing, and form another strong ground for his being 
called upon to restore Ahmednuggnr to the Edur Chief. 

10. With regard to the precedents alluded to in the 28th para¬ 
graph of Mr. Greathed^s letter, and particularly that of the late Maharaj 
Prithee Sing of Ahmednuggnr, Tukt Sing's brother having obtained his 
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own patrimony, although adopted as heii’ to bis uncle, Purtab Sing, ol 
Mourassa, I beg to refer to the several extracts and copies ot letters 
written long before this discussion comrhenced, which are submitted with 
this Report, as proving that the ground on which Prithee Sing, and after¬ 
wards Tukt Sing, were considered entitled to retain possession of the 
Marwaree share of Mourassa, as well as Ahmednuggiir, was not the adop¬ 
tion of the former by his uncle, Purtah Sing; but the circumstance of 
Mourassa having always been regarded by our Government Officers as 
forming a part of the Abmednuggur State, and been acknowledged as 
such in an agreement between Gumbur Sing and Kurn Sing, the late 
Rajahs of Eclur and Ahmednuggnr, entered into through Colonel Ballan- 
tine’s intervention in Sumbut 1883 (a. n. 1826-S7). Zulum Sing of 
•Mourassa was killed in Sumbut 1863 (a. d. 1806-7), and Purtab Sing, 
who was afterwards adopted by his widow with the full concurrence of 
the Gaekwar Goveimment, which was then parainonut in this part ol 
the country, died in Sumbut 1876 (a. n. 1819-20), from which period 
Alourassa was always managed and enjoyed, not by Prithee Sing, as 
inferred by Mr. Greatbed, although nominally adopted by Purtab Sing, 
but by his father, Kurn Sing, the Rajah of Abmednuggur, up to the time 
of his death in 1835, which is fully admitted in the concluding part of 
the 11th paragraph of Maharajah Tukt Sing’s khureeta given in Appen¬ 
dix B. of Mr. Greathed’s Report. Prithee Sing then succeeded as Chief of 
Ahmednuggnr, and enjoyed Mourassa in the same manner as pait ot the 
Abmednuggur State up to his death at the end of 1839, when dukt 
Sing became Maharaj of the united talooka, which he, of course, could not 
ha^e done had Mourassa been held by adoption into the line of Zalum 
Sino-. A poslhamous son was afterwards born to Prithee Sing, but died 
in 1841, when Tukt Sing again succeeded, and continued to enjoy both 
Abmednuggur and Mourassa up to the time of his departure for Jodhpore 
in October 1843* 

* Of tbe other precedents quoted in Appendix C. of Mr. Greatbed s 
letter, the first, that of Jeypore, does not appear to refer to a case of 
adoption at all. A younger brother having succeeded the elder as nearest 
of kin is stated to have retained the pergunnahs h^before enjoyed from 
Oodeyporo; but Mr. Greatbed explains that they were taken by Holkar 
as the price of his assistance in obtaining Jeypore for the younger 
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brother* The two next, those of Bickaneer and Kotah, seem to indicate 
in both cases the adoption of the nearest of kin, and although this is 
not so clearly shown in the third, that of Rampoora, there is nothing to 
prove that it was not the case then likewise. These precedents, with the 
exception of the first, appear likewise to apply to the re-annexation of the 
portions enjoyed by younger branches of the lainilies to the parent State 
on the parties holding them succeeding to the Chiefships; and as Jodh- 
pore must bo regarded as a perfectly distinct principality from the States 
both of Edur and Abmednuggur, it would have required, in my humble 
judgment, a forced construction to have made them applicable to the 
ease of Jowan Sing of Edur being allowed to retain that talooka had he 
succeeded to Jodhpore as nearest of kin, and been adopted at the same 
time into the Jodhpore family to keep up the line of Maharajah Maun 
Sing; but they can surely never be held to apply to the retention by 
Tukt Sing of Abrnednuggur, an appanage of Edur, and its annexation 
to Jodhpore after the supersession of the Edur Chief in the succession to 
Mar war by a younger branch of bis own family. The Jodhpore Autho¬ 
rities have, therefore, either been very unfortunate in their selection of 
precedents, in a country, too, where might, and not right, has generally 
prevailed, or we are reduced, during a period of two hundred years, to 
which these extracts appear to extend, to the single case of the retention 
of Doongurpore, to which he was adopted by the Chief of Dewlya on his 
succeeding to his own family patrimony: and here it must not be forgotten 
that the late Rawul of Doongurpore attempted to supplant the Dewlya 
Chief by forcibly adopting another son, when the Meywar Political 
Authorities were obliged to interfere to prevent a disturbance of the 
peace, which circumstance may very possibly have affected the final 
decision of the question in favour of Dewlya. As this has been quoted 
as a precedent, however, for annexing Ahmednuggur to Jodhpore, 
I am sure I shall be pardoned for adding that the incorporation of 
Doongurpore with Dewlya, although the two States are not far apart 
from each other, is looked upon in this part of the country by all clhsses 
whom I have heard speak of it, and who are, of course, ignorant of 
the grounds on which it has been done, as a great hardship on the 
Doongurpore family^ 
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12. At the end of’ his 2nd parag^raph Mr. Greathed states that 
my proposal for the successful candidate for the Marwar throne to 
give up his possessions in Guzerat to his unsuccessful competitor did 
not reach Jodhpore till Maharaj Tukt Sing was seated on the throne. 
I find, however, that I 6rst requested the instructions of Government 
on this point in iny letter to the Political Commissioner of the 80th 
September 1843, the first I wrote on the subject of the Jodhpore 
succession p and the recommendation that whichever of the Chiefs 
Bhould succeed to Marwar should be required to give up to the other 
his possessions in Guzerat was repeated in my letter of the 6th 
October following, copy of which was forwarded to Captain Ludlow 
on the 7 th of the same mouth. It was in reply to this communi¬ 
cation that I was requested by that Officer and Colonel Sutherlandi 
in their letters of the 15th and 17th of October respectively, to facilitate, 
by every means in my power, the journey of Maharaj Tukt Sing and 
bis son, Juswunt Sing, as Sovereign and heir apparent to Marwar, and 
to prevent any hindrance being offered to their departure on the part 
of Edur, as had been threatened. Immediately on receipt of these letters, 
which reached me at Sadra on the 20tli of October, I despatched my 
Head Karkooii and a party of Sowars, who overtook the Maharajah 
the day after he had left Abmednuggur and accompanied him to Pah- 
lunpore : we are in consequence, iu my humble judgment, doubly bound 
to see justice done to the young Rajah of Edur, as every measure was 
adopted, and with perfect success, to prevent his attempting in any way 
to secure it for himself. 

13. In the 8tb and following paragraphs of his letter Mr. Great¬ 
hed contends for the political independence of Admednuggur from the 
time Sugram Sing received that place from his father, 17 years 
before his death; to say nothing, however, of the improbability of a 
Chief establishing his son in a separate sovereignty in a part of his own 
possessions during his life-time. From all I can learn on the subject, 
Sugram Sing would appear generally to have resided at Edur till his 
father^s death, and to have received Ahmednuggur, with the few villages 
then dependent upon it, to provide for his maintenance. The disputes 
which afterwards occurred between the minor Chief of Edur and his 
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uncles, who were obliged in consequence to retire to Ahmednuggiir, 
doubtless led to the Gaekwar AutlioritieSj then in charge of this province, 
recognizing Ahmednuggur as a separate tributary ; and it has continued 
to be regarded as such by our Government ever since Colonel Ballantine 
first fixed the tribute in perpetuity in 1812, wliioh, according to the 
u^sage in these Native States, must, of course, be held as a recognition 
of its political independence of Edur* This point I never intended to 
dispute, but merely to show that the two families are so nearly related 
to each other, and their possessions so much mixed up together, that 
any dispute regarding the two Chiefs succeeding each other on the 
failure of direct heirs to either would never have been likely to occur had 
they both remained in this province. On this point I beg also to refer 
to the Jst paragraph, of my letter of the 29th March 1842, which forms 
accompaniment No. 13 to this Beport, as showing that my opinion on 
this subject was the same long before anything was known of a succes¬ 
sor to Maharajah Maun Sing being likely to be selected from either of 
these families. Mr. Greathecl quotes the instance of Zalum Singes widow 
at Mourassa being allowed to adopt a son as against this view of the 
case, but probably that Officer is not aware that Zalum Sing was killed 
by the coolies of Amleeara whilst assisting the Gaekwar Forces in an 
attack on that place, and that the circumstances of his case were therefore 
peculiar, whatever Maharajah Tukt Sing may now say on the subject. 
1 could also mention many things which have occurred within the last 
30 yearr as showing that Ahmednuggur, although claiming political 
independence of Edur, has been always regarded amongst the Marwarees 
themselves as a subordinate branch of the family ; but as this point does 
not appear to affect the merits of the present Edur claim, 1 need not 
here enlarge upon it. 

14. In the 29tb and 81st paragraphs of his letter Mr. Greathed 
states his belief that the Maharajah has no wish to convert Ahmed¬ 
nuggur into an appanage of Marwar, and I regret to be under the 
necessity of expressing a decidedly contrary opinion; but from all I 
have seen and heard since the Maharajah’s departure for Jodhpore, I 
have been led to believe that, unreasonable as this wish appears, it has 
never ceased to be most fondly cherished by him; and wdiatever his 
intentions may be, it cannot surely be denied that the arrangement now 
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proposed would most effectaally acconipliBb it. After tlie proof# 
which I formerly furnished, and have now added to, of the time when 
Juswimt Sing was adopted by his aunt, and which so completely upset 
the statement of the Maharajah of the affectionate and disinterested 
motives which led to that act, and the embarrassment which it after¬ 
wards caused him when elected to the sovereignty of Marwar, Mr. 

Greathed will, I am sure, be less disposed to give credence to the asser¬ 
tions of the Maharajah and his advisers where their own interests are 
concerned, and he fully satisfied, I should think, from all that has been 
stated, that the adoption of Jnswunt Sing was hurriedly carried into 
effect by the Ahmednuggur Authorities on the departure of Maharajah 
Tukt Sing for Jodhpore, as the only possible way that occurred to them 
of being able to keep Ahmednuggur in their own hands; and that their 
claim, if placed on this ground, appeared even to themselves so untenable, 
that .they antedated the deed of adoption two years, to make it appear 
that Maharajah Juswunt Sing bad been Chief of Ahmednuggur from 
the time the guddee became vacant by the death of Prithee Sings 
posthumous son, for although Maharajah Tukt Sing now states that 
this adoption was not intended to interfere with his life interest in the 
Ahmednuggur Chiefship (making it, iu fact, tantamount to no adoption 
at all), it will be found by referring to the MaharajaVs memorandum 
to the address of Captain French the year before, a translation of which 
aceompanied my letter of the 28th September 1844., that Juswmit 
Sing was then said to have been given in adoption to his aunt as Lord 
or Master of Ahmednuggur, in compliance with the dying injunctions 
of his uncle, Prithee Sing, and that Tukt Sing had merely been consulted 
and the affairs of the State conducted through him, as Juswunt Sing 
was very young. 

15. In conclusion, I beg to state, in suppQpt of the view of the case 
given in the foregoing paragraph, that when I was at Ahmednuggur 
in November and December last, although I found the authorities there 
apparently willing enough to attend to my wishes, they did not 
attempt to conceal from me that they could do nothing towards the 
settlement of dispiitea of any consequence without making a reference, 
in the first instance, to Jodhpore, to which place they had a regplar 
dak laid, which, they said, brought tliem replies iu five or six days. I 
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was also iuformed that a Muckranee Jemadar and some of the Sebundees 
employed there belonged to the Jodhpore Establishment, and were paidv 
from thence. The connection, therefore, ruinous as I humbly conceive 
it would be certain to prove to the tranquillity and prosperity of this 
province, would not appear to'be without its disadvantages to Jodhpore; 
likewise as tending to distract the attention of the Maharajah from 
the more important affairs of his new kingdom, and to prove more or 
less a drain on its finances. It will also be remembered that when 
the Sirdar Puttawuts of the Edur State assembled together in October 
last, and were reported to contemplate creating some disturbance, e note 
was mentioned by my Head Karkoon, tlien at Edur, as having been 
addressed to them by the Ahmednuggur Durbar. On afterwards visiting 
Edur, I found that there was no doubt of the truth of this, but as it 
had either been torn up after perusal, or the Chiefs who had seen it 
pretended that it had been so, I was unable to obtain any information on 
which I could depend as to the exact contents of it. Whether intended, 
however, to foment the disaffection or not, I allude to it here to point 
out to Government how vastly different the weight of such a comrau- 
nication coming from the Ahmednuggur Durbar as formerly situated 
with regard to Edur to what it must now have as emanating from the 
family of the Sovereign of Marwar; and to repeat my humble but 
sincere conviction, that if the connection between Jodhpore and Abmed- 
nuggur is allowed to continue, it will be found altogether impossible 
to preserve the tranquillity of this province after the young Edur Chief 
has grown up, if, indeed, so long. Besides, therefore, the strict justice of the 
Edur claim, as nothing has yet been done to affect Juswunt Singes right 
to succeed his father at Jodhpore, and as all parties interested in him 
will doubtless continue their efforts and intrigues to get him to do so, it 
must surely be self-evident that we should best consult the welfare both 
of Marwar and this province by requiring him to be removed there as 
heir apparent, as formerly intended, and by re-annexing Abmeduuggur to 
Edur, to which it originally belonged. 


. , P. S »—The original enclosures of Mr. Secretary Currie's letter, 
which were sent for my reply, are returned herewith. :• 
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3sro. I. 

Translation of the deposition of Deo 11 ao Oassee of Veezapore, taken in the pre¬ 
sence of Captain Lang, Political Agent, Mahee Xanta,*—dated Sadra, the 

19th February 1846. 

Question .—Your name appears in the writing as a witness to the 
deed of adoption by which Maharajah Juswant Sing, Koor of Maharaj 
Takt Sing, was made over to the Ranee of Prithee Sing, deceased. State, 
therefore, all particulars connected with the transaction. 

Answer.--T!hQ day before Maharaj Tukt Sing left Ahmednuggur to 
proceed to Jodhpore, I left Krapore and went to pay my respects to him. 
Owing to the preparation for the journey I had no opportunity of paying 
my respects to him that day, but on the evening of the day (date left 
blank) a man from His Highness came to call me to his presence* I 
went there accordingly, and found Roopram alone with His Highness, I 
making the third person in the Durbar. The Maharaj said he was going 
to Jodhpore; that he had given his son to the Seesodunjee; and that a 
writing had been drawn out, to which my signature as a witness was 
required, and that it had been signed by others. On saying this he took 
the writing from Rooprara's hand and gave it to me to sign. I asked him 
if he had given his son into the Raneejee^s lap of his own will and 
pleasure; ^hereon His Highness replied in the affirmative, and desired 
me to sign the deed. I looked at the deed, but owing to the faint¬ 
ness of the light was not able to make out its contents, but saw that it 
had been signed by several. I signed my name below them, and having 
obtained my leave left. This is all I know. 

Qimtion ,—Did you ever hear before signing the deed that the 
Koor of Maharajah Tukt Sing had been adopted by the Raneejee? 

Answer.—^ 0 ^ I never heard before signing the deed of any such 
adoption. 

Question .—After obtaining your signature to the deed, when did 
the Maharaj proceed to Jodhpore ? 

Answer .—The next day, in the morning (about I J Vokurs oi the 
day), he left for Jodhpore. 
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you know when the other names to the deed had 

been affixed to it? 

Answer .—Noj I do not; I was sent for at night alone^ and saw that 
it had been previously signed by others, but when I cannot say. 

(jineslion .—Do you renaember what Chiefs, Thakoors, and Bhomyas 
of the Mahee Kanta were at that time present at Ahmednuggar? 

Answer. —No, I do not, for I had alighted in the town and the 
Maharaj was encamped outside. 

Q?^eslion .—Did you at the time ask His Highness whether he was 
giving his son in actual adoption, or merely placing him in full charge 
of the Ahmednitggur Districts ? 

Answer. —No, I never asked him on the subject \ but he said he had 
given his son over in adoption to the Raneejee. 

Q;imtion .—Had the Maharaj at that time any other sou ? 

Answer, —No, Juswunt Sing Maharaj was his only son. 


’No. II. 

Translation of the deposition of Raj Sinojee Z altjm Sinojee, Thakoor of Mohun- 
pore, taken before Captain Keily, Assistant Political Agent at Bakrole, on 
the 20th February 1846. 

Question ,—Your name appears as a witness in the document adopt- 
ing Juswunt Sing by the Ranees of the Ahmednuggar Durbar; therefore 
state truly all the circumstances connected with this adoption, together 
with the date of the month and year when the said arrangement was 
entered into. 

Anstoer ,—When it was settled that Maharaj Tukt Singjee should 
proceed to Jodhpore, a horseman from the Ahmednuggar Durbar came 
on the 12th of Aso Wud Sumbut 1899, and informed me of the Maha¬ 
rajah's intended departure, and requested me to come and pay my respects 
to him; he also brought a letter to that effect from the Maharaj, On 
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receipt of this I immediately went to the Ahraednaggur Durbar, but 
did not obtain an interview with him (the Maharaj) that day ; the next 
day (Aso Wud 13th Dhmitems) I obtained an interview with the 
Maharaj, and whilst talking with him Dessaee Juggeewandas Veredas, 
Karbaree of His Highness, came with a paper in his hand and requested 
me to witness it. I asked the nature of the paper, when he and Oomjee, 
who was seated by the Maharaj, said that Maharaj Juswunt Sing had 
been given into the Raneejee Sahib^s lap (adopted as a son), and that 
the writing was to that effect, and requested me to sign it, whereon I 
did so on that day, namely, Dhunterus 18th Aso Wud Sumhut 1899. 

Que8tio7i,-^\isiii the document been signed by others previous to 
being submitted to you for^that purpose? 

Amwer.—Yes, it had been, but I cannot say by whom it had been 
witnessed. 

Question. —Did Maharaj Tukt Sing say anything to you on the 
occasion ? 

Answer .—I asked the Maharaj what necessity was there for my 
signature, whereon he desired me to sign it, at the same time saying 
that 1 need not have any apprehensions on the subject, on which I 
signed it. 

Question. —Wlio was present at the time you signed it ? 

Answer .—Oomjee Mahadoo Singjee, Dessaee Juggeewan Veredas, 
Gumbur Sing, brother-in-law of His Highness; these three I know: 
there were others standing and sitting, Brahmins and servants of His 
Highness, hut their names are unknown to me. 

Question. —Was the document read out to you? 

Answer. —No, they told me it was a deed of adoption, and so with¬ 
out having it read over I signed it. 

Question. —After signing the document when did the Maharaj 
proceed to Jodhpore? 

Answer.—Yihm. I obtained an interview with him, he was all ready 
to start with his loins bound up, &c., and after rny signature had been 
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obtained, he immediately mounted his horse and left. I accompanied 
him to the gate-way of the town, when I took my leave and returned 
to Mohunpore. 

Question.— the Jjoonawarra and Doongurwarra Thakoors with 
Kesree Sing of Tintoee present when you signed the deed ? 

Answer .—I did not see the Loonawarra Thakoor. I did not know 
the Doopgurwarra Thakoor by sight j therefore cannot say whether he 
was there or nol, but Kesree Sing was in Ahmednuggnr at the time, 
though not present when I signed it j besides which, in consequence of 
the Maharajah's intended departure, a great number of people had 
collected together: there was also great confusion, on which account I 
vvas not .able to recognize any one. 


No. III. 

Translation of the deposition of Thakoor Mahabo Sing Maun Singjee, of Doon¬ 
gurwarra, aged 14 years, taken before Oaetain Kbilt, Assistant Political 

Agent at Bakrole, dated the 24th February 1846. 

Question. —When did your father, Thakoor Kooman Sing, die ? 

Answer.— (4th) Sumbut 1898, but do not recollect whether 
ho died in the light or dark part of the month, but the event took place 
in Malta of that yea -; that is certain. 

Question. — Yob ■ name appears as a witness to the deed of adoption 
by which Seesodun; le Raneejeo took into her lap Maharaj Juswunt 
Sing; state truly thi year and month when the said adoption took place. 

Answer.—AboM 10 or liJ days after the death of Maharaj Bui want 
Sing Maharaj Jus; rnt Sing was adopted, and the writing (deed of 
adoption) took placi then, and it was then witnessed; but the year and 
month I do not ren mber. 

Question .—WI at took you to Ahmednnggur on that occasion? 

Ansvser.—l attended on the death of the Ahmeduuggur Rajah, but 
was a child at the time, and did not even know the name of. the 
Maharaj who had died. 
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Question.ho gave you the writing to sign? 

Maharaj Tukt Sing was seated there with the Karbaroes. 
Dessaee Juggeewandas brought the writing and told me to sign it, on 
which Sirdar Sing Maunjee Jodha of Mehdasun wrote my name. 

Q^^(?^^^^m~Where vvas your father, Kooman Sing, at the time of 
signing the deed ? 

Answer .—Sick at home and unable to leave his bed, so I attended 
at Ahmednuggur. 

Question .—As your father was alive, how came you to sign as Chief? 

Answer .—My father was ill; nevertheless instructions were issued 
for him to attend at the Durbar, when the people about the Maharaj 
interfered, and said my father ought not to be sent for on account of his 
sickness, and that his son present could witness the deed. 

Question .—But in the event of a son being called on to sign a deed 
in the life-time of bis father, he would do so as Koor, but not as 
Thakoor. State truly, therefore, whether you witnessed the deed before 
or after the death of your father ? 

Answer .—I went to Ahmednuggur after the death of my father 
and after performing the kahuz panee, and then signed the deed. I 
was Thakoor at the time, and consequently signed as Thakoor. 

Before stating the above, he declared that, if he spoke the truth and 
it became known, it would prove his ruin. He was hereon told that his 
deposition should not be made known to his Durbar, and urged to state 
the truth; and after much consideration the reply above rendered was 
given, hut from fear or other causes be could not be prevailed on to 
speak the truth. He further stated that, if the Durbar became acquainted 
with the nature of the deposition now given, it would prove his ruin, 
and earnestly entreated that no one might be -allowed to become 
acquainted witji its contents, as in that case the Durbar would soon bo 
informed of it. 

At one time he appeared disposed to speak the truth, but, after 
vacillating, requested permission to go and speak to Sirdar Sing, the 
person who had signed for him; but this, of course, was not allowed, and 
after signing the deposition he was permitted to leave, 
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No. IV. 

Translation of the deposition of Thakoob Raj Sin ct of Loonawarra taken before 

Camain Keim, Assistant Political Agent at Bakrole,—dated the 27th 

February 1846» 

When did your father, Shere Sing, die ? 

Answer.—In Sumbut 1898, 7th Asar Wud. 

Question. —Your name appears as a witness to the deed of adop¬ 
tion by which Maharaj Bulwunt Sing was taken into the lap of Seeso- 
dunjee Raneejee (adopted); state truly, therefore, the year and month 
when you attested the deed in question. 

Answer.— Bulwunt Sing, the son of Maharaj Prithee Sing, died, 
the Seesodunjee Raneejee took his death much to heart. About 15 or ^0 
days afterwards Maharaj Tukt Sing told her not to grieve for his death, 
bub to adopt his son, .Tuswunt Sing, in his stead, and thereon gave him 
to her, and had a writing prepared to that effect, and Dessaee Juggee- 
wandas, Karbaree, with Oomjee, caused me to sign the deed. 

Question. —What was the cause of your being at the Durbar at 
the time ? 

A?mer.—1 attended on the death of Maharaj Bulwunt Sing. 

Qtmtion.—WherQ was your father at the time? 

Answer. —He was an old man and ill, and so remained at Loonawarra. 

Question. —As your father was alive, how came you to sign the deed 
in your own name instead of that of your father ? 

He >as not present, and I was, and so I signed it in 

my name. 

Question. —But as long as your father was alive you could not sign 
your name as Thakoor Raj Sing, but as Koor Ea,i Sing,* but in the. 
deed in question it is signed Thakoor Raj Sing; therefore reflect seriously; 
perhaps you signed the paper after your father’s death : state truly when 
it took place. 

Answer.— custom certainly is as you sayi in the life-time of 
one’s father the son could not sign as Thakoor, only as Koor. I am not 
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able to write myself^ and therefore the man who wrote it made a mistake 
in writing Thakoor; but it is the truth that Juswunt Sing* was adopted 
in the life-time of my father, and I witnessed the deed then. 

is known that the deed was witnessed when the 
adoption took place, but Maharaj Bulwunt Sing died in Aso Sumbut 
1897 j how long after this event did you sign the paper ? 

Answer ,—Twenty or twenty-five days-after this (death of Bulwunt 
Sing); Juswunt Sing was adopted then. I witnessed it. 

Question.—Yfh-O was present at the time? 

Answer .—Maharajah Tukt Sing, Karbaree Juggeewandas, Oomjee, 
and Deo Rao Cassee of Veezapore, &c. Raneejee Seesodunjee was seated 
behind a curtain. 

^I^revious to taking the above deposition the Thakoor was seriously 
warned against concealing the truth: he appeared very uneasy, and his 
countenance betrayed marks of perturbation during the time bis deposit 
tion was being taken. 


No. V. 

Translation of the deposition of Ohampawtit Kesree Sino, aged about 40 years 
taken before Captain Keily, Assistant Political Agent at Bakrole, dated the 
5th March 1846. - 

Question ,—Your name appears as a witness in the deed of adoption 
in which Raneejee Seesodunjee took into her lap Maharaj Juswunt Sing ; 
state truly in what year and month you attested the deed in question. 

Answer ,—When Maharaj Bulwunt Sing, son of Maharaj Prithee 
Singjee, died, I was at Sadia, and there heard of the event; there were 
two Asos in that year. On hearing of the news I obtained leave and 
went to Tintoee, after which I attended at Ahmednuggur. I did not 
sign the deed on that occasion, but on going to Ahmednuggur on 
second month of Aso at the time of the Dusserah, Thakoor Mahdoo Sing 
of Nikoraand Dessaee Juggeewan, Karbaree, told me that the Raneejee 
Saheb liad adopted Juswunt Sing, and desired me to witness the deed 
which had been drawn out. I thereon attested the deed. 
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No one heard of the adoption you nientiou until 
Maharaj Tukt Sitig proceeded to Jodhporo. How eamo it to bo 
concealed ? It was a public act, and would have been known to the 
whole country. 

Jasmr.—It certainly ought to have been made known; why It 
was kept a secret is more than I can say. What does a Sawant know 
of the intentions of the palace ? 

When you attested the deed, whose signatures liad 
been previously attached to it? 

Jmoiir.—The names of the Loonawarra Thakoor, Eaj Sing, the 
Doongurwarra Thakoor, Mahado Sing, the Sueka Thakoor, Kinsuii Siug, 
Mahdoo Sing, Thakoor of Nikora, were read out to me by the Dessaee, 
also Sirdar Sing Manajee of Mehdasun, the Pcerana Jemadar. I re¬ 
member these; there were also others, but I cannot recollect them. 

But in Aso Sumbut 1897 Thakoor Shero Sing of 
Loonawarra and Thakoor Kooman Sing of Doongnrwarra were both alive. 
How came their sons to witness the deed in their own names? 

Jnmer.—'Ihe Dasee told me generally that the Doongurwarra and 
Loonawarra Thakoors had witnessed the deed, but did not mention their 
names; so I do not know whether it was signed in the names of their 
fathers, or their own. 

Quesiwn.—When you signed the deed, were any of the other 
witnesses pi-esent? 

Answer .—Karbaree Juggeewun Dessaee, Roop Ram, Hurjeewun, 
Thakoor Mahdoo Sing of Nikora, and Maharaj Tukt Sing—these were 
present, but no one else. The deed was not witnessed at one time, 
but the witnesses were requested to attest the paper as they attended at 
Abmednuggur one after the other. 

Qttesdon.—le it not usual on the occasion of adopting a son into 
a Ra] to assemble all the Sirdars, Puttawuts, &o., in Durbar and then 
proceed with the adoption? Or is it customary to make the adoption in 
the way you have mentioned, obtaining the attestation of the witnesses 
as they might attend at the Durbar? , 

Answer .—No Raj has in these provinces adopted a sop ; so I do 
not know what the custom may be. 

'2a 
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is it anywhere in the Nirunee Siudhoo Grunlk 

that a son being adopted into linother family shall perform \k[^ 8hTa(lh <A 
his natural father, and enjoy his property in the event of his being the 
only son 5 and should such be the case, then state in what Qmnth 
and Shaster the opposite doctrine is to be found prohibiting the adopted 
son from enjoying the property of his natural father ? 

Answer. —In the Nirunee Siudhoo Grunth there are 12 sorts of sons 
recognized, and it is explained that the anniversaries of the death of the 
natural and adopted parent may be performed In various ways, and that 
an adopted son cannot marry into the family of his natural father 5 but of 
the 12 sons above stated, only lions and Btduck are recognized in the 
present Hindoo age; the remaining 10 sons are declared or 

inadmissible, in the Kul Yog, It is nowhere written that I can ascer¬ 
tain that an adopted son, being the only sou of his natural hither, 
shall perform, the Shraclh and enjoy the property of his natural 
father* 

Neither is it anywhere written that 1 know of that an adopted 
son, if the only child of his natural father, shall succeed to his fa therms 
property; bat> in. the event of his natural father having other children, 
shall forfeit all claim to such property. 

'QuesUdn^~l^' it writtcu in the#-Nirunee Sindhoo Grunth that, 
according to Menu, an adopted son loses all claim to the property of 
his nataral father, but that this is only applicable when that father has 
other sons? 

referring to Metakshra Muuo Sumerti Dutuck Mama 
Sha and Duttuck Chundreeka Kewaharnyuk Dhurum Sindhoo and Nirunee 
Sindhoo, &rcvand other Grunths, 12 sons arc also mentioned, and^^in the 
present Yog. bu two sons, Owrus and Dutuck, are only acknow¬ 
ledged, the remaining being inadmissible, It is also stated that a son 
shall perform the Sliradh for his natural and adoptive father, 
adopted sou is prohibited frbin marrying into the family of his natural 
father. It i^ nowhere written that, in the event of there being no other 
sons, the son adopted into anotheiT family shall porfonn the Shradh and 
enjoy the property , of his natural hither. 
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Ill’tlie Vowalia Myok and Datuck Chondreeka two sorts of adopt¬ 
ed Sons are mentioned) w/s., a reiid adoption wlien the son adopted into 
another family ceases to have any claim whatever on his natural father ; 
and adoption where, at the time of making it, the natural father 

shall have stipulated with the adoptive father that ho gives him his son, 
who is, however, to be considered the son of both. With such an agree- 
nientj in the event of the natural, father dying without other sons, 
then the adopted son shall perform the Shradh over his natural father 
and enjoy his property ; hut this rule is not applicable to the present 
Yog, this son of two fathers being included amongst the 10 kinds Of 
sons declared NeeskeedA, or inadmissible, in the present age. 

Question,—Is it stated in the Rajasthan, Loga Kishee Kugeahir, 
Purwar Mungaree Grunth, that an adopted son shall, in the event of 
his natural hither dying without heirs, succeed to his property ? 

dmwer.—VaQ three Gruuths mentioned in the foregoing question 
as allowing an adopted son to enjoy the property of his natural father 
on his dying without other sons are hot sufficiently explained to be 
known to me; hut should it ho so written in them, then 1 conclude 
from the other Grunths to which ! have before referred that the doctrine 
quoted must apply to some of the 10 kinds of sons which are disallo wed 
as in the present age. 

Qiiestion,~~Cwi txfi adopted son, in the event of there being no 
other children, inherit the property of both fathers ? Or is it anywhere 
written in any Shaster that, as long as an adopted child exists, no 
collateral relation can inherit the property of the adopted child’s, natural 
father? 

Anstver.—It is not written in any Shaster that an adopted son 
can inherit the property of both fathers in the event of there being 
no other sons, nor that, as long as an adopted son exists, no collateral 

gelation can inherit the property of his natural father. • 

Me mh 





No. VII. 

tl»e event of tiBy one being adopted by anothorj can 
ho inliciit tlie property of bis natural father ? 

.4«W^/.-~In the Dh it is thus written: that an only 

son should not be given in adoption to another; should there be many sons^ 
the eldest cannot be given: this is the custom. But in the event of the 
natural father losing his other son, and subsequently dying himself with¬ 
out heirs, then the son whom he may formerly have given in adoption 
cannot, on that account, according to the Shaster, inberit the , property 
of his natural father j but in the event of the natural father giving a sou 
into another family befbnging to his' own race and kindred, and dying 
afterwards without heirs, then the son may inherit the, property as 
nearest heir, but not as son of the deGcased; at least so it is stated 
in the Shaster. 

There are 12 kinds of sons mentioned in the Dhurum Shaster ; 
amongst this number is one known by the name of “ Dwa Mooshain” 
Putr, son of both fathers, viz., that at the time of the adoption the natural 
father shall stipulate with- the adoptive father that, he shall not lose 
his rights in his own son, who shall be considered as belonging to both j 
then the. son rinder this agreement inherits the property of both fathers. 
But this rule is not applicable to the present Yog; it is or 

inadmissible. Besides this, there are nine others of the 12 sons men¬ 
tioned above Neesheedh, or inapplicable, to the present Yog, having only 
two sorts of sons, viz., (Owrus) one’s own legitimate son and an adopted 
son (Dntuck). There are no,other sorts of sons known in this Yog; 
he who is given to another cannot, according to the Shaster, inherit 
his naturfd father’s property on account of his former connection, beeause 
his parents (father and mother) have bestowed him on another (Ooduck 
Punwaok) [signifying a certain form of making an irrevocable gift^ or 
taking a solemn oath, by placing water in the palm of the hand and 
giving it into that of another, or swearing by it, and then throwing 
it down on the gt'onnd], and he, therefore, who has "been given in this 
way loses all connection with his natural father; both are separated from 
each other. Thus it is written in the SUmurthee Y/Yuchun. 

The March 1846. 


AiniEDH'UOOOR SUCCESSION. 189 

No. VIII. 

Answci’is given to dorfcahi questions by EoGOOONiTn WiTrai. 

Q/.ees^iofL~Caa atiy one adopted into anotbei' and superior family, 
and enjoying all the rights, &c., of his adoption, lay claijn to any share in 
the property of his natural father? 

Answer .—At the time of making the adoption, shovdd any agree¬ 
ment between the natural and adoptive fathei-s be made to the effect 
that he is to be considered the son of both parents, then, under this 
agreement, the adopted son can inherit his natural father’s property 
in aceordance with the tenets of Myok, provided there bo no other 
sons ; but I have never known a case of this sort. In the event of the 
'adoption having been made without any agreement, then the son, accord¬ 
ing to the undermentioned texts from the Shaster, can lay no claim to 
any share of his natural father’s real or personal property (here follows 
the text from the Shaster written in the Sanscrit language). 

QwMion.-^hi the event of the person being adopted having a son, 
is the latter obliged to follow the fortunes of his father ? And, if so, can 
he lay claim to any share in the property of his natural grandfather, 
or does he forfeit his rights therein and succeed to the rights of his 
father in his new family ? ’' And should this last he the case, does it 
involve, or not, a forfeiture of all his rights in his original family? 

<• Answer.—In the event of no agreement to the contrary, the eon 
must follow the fortunes of his father into the new family, and on this 
account forfeits all claims he had, as son, to the real and personal property, 
l&c., of his original ffimily, and succeeds to the rights, 8sc., personal 
and real, of the family into which his father has been adopted. 

Question .—three questions submitted must be replied to accord¬ 
ing to the Shaster, after having carefully referred thereto. It must 
.also be stated whether, according to the Shaster, it is equally applicable 
to real and personal property, or whether any difference Is made on this 
account. 

fllere follows an extract from the Shaster written in the Sanscrit 
language, which is not understood.] 

The nth May 1845. 
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Qimtimi.—ln the event of one being adopted into a superior 
family, has he any claim after that to the property of his natural 
lather? 

Answer .has no claim whatever to the property of his natural 
father, because he has left the race and family in which he was born and 
gone to another; consec|uenily, his connection is severed therewith. Should 
the adopted son be young and unmarried, then he may perform the 
Sooluck (shaving the hair, removing the moustaches); he is also forbidden 
to marry into the family for three generations :’he has no other claims. 

Question.—In the event of the person adopted into another family 
having a son born prior to his adoption, does that son follow the fortunes 
of his father, or how ? Or, should the son remain, can he inherit the 
property of his grandfather or not ? 

Answer .—It is customary to adopt the son of one's brother, and fn 
the event of his not having one, the son of your cousin, or if he is without 
one, the son of a more distant relation ; and in the event of there being no 
son to adopt from the paternal race, to select one from the mother's side, 
and failing therein, from any other distant connection. But the son selected 
for adoption must be young and unmarried, and should there not be one, 
then one that is married may be adopted, provided he has no child. , 

It is thus written in the Dliurum Sindhoo Gruntli, but In no other. 
It is not mentioned in any Grimth whatever that a person having a sou 
can bo adopted, and the Dhurum Sindhoo Gruath is composed of a digest 
of all the other Grunths, at least so it appears to me. He who is 
adopted has no claim whatever to his natural fatlier^s property, and as 
the claim of a son to the property of his grandfather is through his 
own father according to the Shaster, it follows that, if thS father 
forfeits his rights on being adopted into the family of another, the son's 
right to the inheritance is also forfeited, at least such, according to my 
judgment, appears to be the correct inference to be drawn herefrom. 

Question.—Does the Shaster make any difference or exception 
between real or personal property (Stawur and Jungum) ? Or does the 
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forfoitiu’c mentioiied in tho Sliaster oxteud to tbe whole property, 
whetlier real oivpersonal? 

Answer.-r-Hheve is no separate allusion made to Stawirv or Jungnm, 
real or personal property; but taking tho moaning of the S has ter into 
oonsideratioTi, no claim can exist on either. 


No. X. 

J'rotti the Secretary to Government of Bonibay, to W* S. Boyd, Esq., Political 
Oommisaiotier for GuzGrat,-^No. 245S, dated the 27tlx September 1842. 

With reference to Mr. Chief Secretary Reid^s letter, dated the 18th 
ultimo, No. 316Q, regarding the right of the British Government to 
the Marwaree share in the Mourassa Pergunnah, which belongs to the 
late Rajah of Ahmednuggur, I am directed by tho Hon^blo tho 
GoYGrnor in Council to transmit to yon, for the purpose of being com- 
mnnicated to Captain Lang, copy. of a letter from tho Register of the 
Sadder Lewanee Adawlut, dated the 19ih ultimo. No. liOl, submitting 
replies founded on the exposition of the Hindoo Law, given by the Law 
Oflicer of that Court, to the queries put to him on certain points con¬ 
nected with the above subject. 


From W. H. Hahxiisojj, Esq., Register, to the Chief Secretary to Goveru- 
f MOl, dated the 19th August 1842. 

I AM directed to acknowledge tho receipt of Mr, Secretary Wil- 
longhby^s letter, dated 20til ultimo, No. 1900, requesting the opinion 
of the Judges on the points therein referred as quoted below, to which 
I am desired to annex replies for the information of the Hom’blo the 
Governor in Council, founded on the exposition of the Hindoo Law, 
given by the Law Officer of the Court, 

QuesiwTt }st .—If A. be adopted by B., and by the death of A . the 
family of B. becomes extinct, can the collateral relations oJ^* A., according 
to the Hindoo Law, succeed to the estate and property which belonged 
to-B.?. 

Amtoer —The collateral relations of A. cannot, by virtue of that 
relationship, according to the Hindoo Law, succeed to the estate and 
properly of II., the adoptive father of A., on decease pf the latter. 


II 




mi$r/jy 


AIIAIEDI^IJOGtin SlTGGXiSSlO.;^. 

2nd*’^WhetheVy in the case above supposed^ does A. iarfe 
his bereditary rights in bis own family for those he maj^ acquire in 
virtue of his adoption ? 

Mmw&r 2ud»^In the case above supposed, A* does forfeit Ins here¬ 
ditary rights in bis own family ibr those he may acquire in virtue of 
his adoption* 

Question 3f//.—Whether the blood relations of A. can acquire a 
right to property originally belonging to the adoptive father of A* ? 

A'Mtver 3rd ,—•The blood relations of A. cannot acquire a right to the 
property originally belonging to the adoptive father of A., unless they be 
likewise related by blood to him, in which case they succeed according 
to their proximity. 


2sro/xi. 

Extract from a letter from the Political Agent in the Malice Kanta, to the 
HoK’BiiK Jamjjs Sutherland, Political Oommisaioncr and Eesident/Baroda* 
—dated the 28 fch January 1840. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
16th instant, with its accompaniments, regarding the application made by 
the Collector of Ahinedabad for authority to place the possessions of the 
late Eajah of Ahmednuggur, situated within the Hon^ble Company's 
jurisdiction, under attachment, and requiring my Hoport on the subject. 
I beg, in reply, to inform you that I have great doubts of the justice of 
such a measure, and, as far as I am aware of the claims to \vhich. the 
Golleetor alludes, it seems to mo as unnecessary, as I feel assured, with 
referonoe to the existing disputes between the Ahniednuggur and Edur 
famiHos, that it would be Inghly inexpedient, 

2. The adoption of Piirtab Sing to succeed his uncle, Zalurn Sing, 
at Mourassa, irregular as it would appear agreeably to Ibijpoot usage to 
have been, was sanctioned by the then paramount authority in this 
part of the country; but after his death the Mourass«a Pergannah, which 
is claimed, as well as Byer, as an integral portion of the Ahmednuggur 
Talooka by right of conquest, seems to have passed into the possession 
of the Ahmednuggur lamily as a matter of coarse. Prithee Sing, the 




I 
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Into llajab of tbat; talookaj was, it is tmo, uBminally his 

uncle,Turtab Sing, of Mourassa; but ns appears in Captain Ontram^s letter 
of the 15tb Augiist 1838 on the Byer question, this was done without 
any appearance oi* plOa of authority, and in a short note even without 
U clate» That Officer annexes a translation of this writing to his Report 
as follows;—To my nephew, Prithee ISing*, from Maharaj Purtab Sing. 
I of my own free will have adopted you; therefore enjoy iny estate/^ 
Witness--^Rarnjee Wang of the Hajoor of Anund Row Gaekwar and 
Thannadar Babajee Mahadeo. 

3. This oceurml about 20 years ago, Purtab Sing having 
died in Sumbut 1876 ; and even if it could by any pogsibility be 
regarded as the only title by which Kurn Sing, the then Rajah of 
Ahmednuggnr, and his son. Prithee Sing, after him, have enjoyed the 
revenues of the Moiirassa Pergunnah during that long period, the fact of 
Prithee Sing, who could not, I imagine, in that case have bad any right 
to succeed his father as Rajah of Alimedniiggur, having lived for several 
years, and lately died as acknowledged Chief of the combined estate, 
must be held as conclusive against our right to interfere at this late 
period. _ 


No. XII. 

Extract from a letter from the Political Agent in the Mahoo Kanta, to the 
Political Commissioner and Resident, Baroda,—l!^o. 57, dated the 6th 
February 1841. 

With reference to your letter of the 22ncl ultimo, calling for 
my Report on tlie subject of the disputed succession to the Byer Pergunnah, 
I have the honour to inform you that, after giving this question in allits^ 
bearings the fullest consideration, I felt myself quite unable to offer ^ 
decided opinion in favour of the exclusive right of either Edur or 
Ahmednuggur to the Byer Pergunnah; and having ascertained that 
there was every reason to believe that the Rajahs of these States mot at 
Edur, when Colonel Ballantine was Political Agent in this province, for 
the purpose of effecting an amicable adjustment of the dispute, T 
coiiceived that I should best meet the wishes of Government by obtaining 
information as to what then took place, and by endeavouring to persuade 
both Durbars to allow the questioivto be settled in the manner adopted 
by the late Ghiefs. 



msT/ip. 


2, The hope of ohiainiiig early posscsisioii of the whole <>f thd 
MarvvdrGG share of the Byer Pergunnah had heretofore indueed both the 
Edur and Ahmedniiggur Authorities to maintain the strioteBt silence 
regarding the meeting at Editr between Gumbur Sing and Kurn Sing; 
but the recognition of the inglit of Baee Pudjee Laul to retain the Byor 
revenues for her life-time, recommended in my letter of the 28tli Janu¬ 
ary 1839> together with the delay in obtaining any decision on their 
respective claims, had the efiect, at least with the Edur Durbar^ of con¬ 
siderably weakening the expectation which had been so sanguinely 
entertained in consequence of the decision of the Rajwan'a Chiefs being so 
much in favour of the Edur right* I had not, therefore, so mueli 
difBculty as I expected in getting the Ranee, when I was at Edur last 
year, to produce the containing the original Agreement entered 

into in Sumbut 1883 by Kurn Sing and his sons' Prithee Sing and 
Tukt Sing with the late Rajah Gumbur Sing regarding the division of 
the Byer Pergunnah. Annexed is a translation of this document, which 
would have been submitted before, but for my expectation ere this to have 
prevailed on the Rfgent of Ahmednnggur to produce the coiiutorpart of 
this engagement, which is beyond a doubt in his possession. 


KTo. XIII* 

Extract from a letter from the Political Agent in the Malice Kanta, to the Political 
Commissioner and Rosidont, Baroda,—IsTo. 140, dated tho 29tli March 1843. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 13t!i instant^ 
with copies of Mr. Secretary Willoughby^s communientioii of the 7th 
idem and its accompaniments, on the subject of the claim advanced 
by Sir R, Arbuthnot on the part of our Government to the Marwareo 
share of the Mourassa Porgimnah, I have the honour to inform you that 
I sliall lose no time in submitting such observations as may occur to me 
m the Report which has been called for from that Officer when I am 
hivoured with a copy of it ; but in the meantime I beg to state that 
there can 1)C no doubt that the present Chief of Ahmednuggur has a better 
right to the Mourassa succession than he would have to that of Edur 
failing the present infont Rajah (simply from the closer connection ilvat 
formerly existed between the Chiefs of Ahmednuggur, Mourassa, and Byer 







iH Oonductmg tUeiv affairs, laaving given tbe three pevguuuahs more the 
character of one than, of separate Chiefships} j and as I imagine our 
Oovcrnment would never dream of disputing the right of the Rajahe 
pi Eclur and Ahmednuggur.to succeed each other failing direct heirs to 
pither, our claim to the Marwaree share of Mourassa cannot he main¬ 
tained for an instant, unless, indeed, our j^ossessing one-half of the 
pergunnah in right of the late Peishwa authorizes our appropriating 
to ourselves the other half to the exclusion of the collateral heirs (how¬ 
ever near) of its former Chiefs, whose right is much more ancient even 
than that of the Peishwa to which we succeeded. Such a ground for our 
claim is, of course, altogether out of the question, and never seems even to 
have occurred to any one during the very voluminous correspondence 
which took place on the subject of the Abmednuggur and Edur claims to 
the Byer Pergunnab, which, on this principle of excluding all but direct 
heirs where we are half sharers, must have lapsed to our Government on 
the death of its lato Chief upwards of &0 years ago, the ladies of the 
Samily, of course, receiving a suitable maintenauce during their life-time. 

__ ♦ 

No. XIV. 

Extracts from a letter from the Political Agent in the Mahcc Santa, to the address 
of the Political Ootrlmissioner and Besident, Baroda,~No. 306, dated the 
Slid July 1942. 

’ With reference to my letter of the 29th March last) replying to 
Mr. Secretary Willoughby^S communication of the 7th of that month 
to your address regarding the Marwaree share of the Mourassa Pergunnah, 
I have now the honour to annex co^iy of Mr. Fawcett’s reply to the 
refereude made at the same time to 'Sir Robert Arbuthnot for a succinct 
statement of tbe grounds on which he considered the share of that 
pergunnah, which belonged to the late Rajah of Ahraedauggur, to have 
lapsed to our Government; and as Mr. Fawcett and myself agree in 
opinion b to the right ;of Tukt Sing to succeed hisnephew in his 
Mourassa-as well as bis Ahmednuggirr possessions, X need not trouble 
you with any ' further,'observations on . that part of the :,^subject^ beyond 
shortly rficapitulating the grounds on which my opiuiou is founded^ as 




given nti length in ni5' letters of the 28th J'anaary 1840, 6tli Fobniary 
and 30 th March last. 


S. I must here premise that the last Rajah who held undivided 
sway oyer the Edur Talooka was Shew Sing, who died in Sumbut 1848 
(a. d. '1791.93), leaving five sons, Bhovvanee Sing, Sugram Sing, Zahipr 
Sing, Ameer Sing, and Indar Sing. Bhowanee Sing succeeded his father 
as Chiet^ but only survived him a few days, and left his son, Gumbnr 
Sing, the late Rajah of Edur, a minor of 10 or 13 years of age. 
Sugram Sii^ appears to have received Ah raednuggur before his fhther’s 
death as his share of the family possessions, but the three other brothera 
remained unprovided for at Edur. After the death of Bhowanee Sing 
they were suspected by the Sirdars of the State of meditating. some 
treachery against their young nephew, and having been obliged, in con¬ 
sequence, to leave Edur, they went to reside with their elder brother, 
Sugram Sing, at Ahmeduuggar, With his assistance they soon sncceeded, 
partly by force and partly by concession, in wresting the pergunnahs 
of Mourassa, Byer, and Ghorewarra from tbe young Rajah of Edur as 
their respective slfires of the patrimonial estate j and it is in a great 
measure on this right, as they call it, by conquest, coupled with tbe 
circumstance of two of the brothers, Zalum Sing and Ameer Sing, having 
remained at Ahmednugguv with their families ever afterwards, that the 
several Rajahs who have possessed Ahmednuggur since Sugram Sing’s 
death have claimed the reversion of the Mourassa and Byer Pergunnahs 
to Ahmednuggur on the failure of direct heirs, asserting that they all 
form one State and never have been three yoparate Chiefsbips, hat that 
Zalum Sing and Ameer Sing received charge of these pergunnabs from 
Sugram Sing, partly, indeed, to afford them the means of subsistence, 
but chiefly as his Deputies or Thaunadars. 

3. Zalum Sing, however, was killed at Amhjana so far bapk as Suin- 
butl863 (a. 1806-7), upon which, with the assistance of theGaekwar 

Government, his widow immediately adopted Sugram Sing’s younger son, 
Purtab Sing, the elder, Kurn Sing, afterwards succeeding his lather 
as Riijah of Ahmedmiggur. In Sumbut 1873 (a. d. 1815-16) the Edur 
Rajah, Gumhur Singj succeeded, through intrigue and the payment of 
larjye sums as NuzzuranaXo the G.aekwar Government ami its OfTiccrs, 
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in gettings the Mourassa Pergimnah made over to him to the cxclusioH 
of Pnrtab Sing;, who appears to have been on the point of resorting to 
Barwiittya to assert his rights, when our Government succeeded to the 
PeishwfPs share of these pergiinnahs. The case was then brought to the 
notice of the GolleetoiyMr. Dunlop, and by him to that of Government in 
a letter to the address of the Chief Secretary dated 7 th Juno 1818. The 
following year, Smnbut 1875 (a. d. 1818-19),Purtab Sing was reinstated in . 
his rights through' that OfRcer and the Resident at Baroda; but he died, i 
believe, before reaching Mourassa, and the revenues of that pergunnah have 
ever since been enjoyed by Kurn Sing, the Rajah of Alirnednuggiir, and 
after him by his son, Prithee Sing, the late Rajah, as part of the Ahmed- 
riuggur Talooka. It is true that Prithee Sing, although the eldest son of 
the Ahmednaggiir Rajah, was eitlier adopted or said to Iiave been so by 
Purtab Sing before his death; but this was done in irreguhir a man- 
^ ner, as described in my letter of the 28th January 184*0, and without any . 
sanction^ on ihe part either of the Gaekwar or British Government, 
that it is impossible to imagine Gumbur Singes-having allowed the 
Ahmednuggur Rajah quietly to enjoy the Mourassa x'evenues on that title 
alone; and on whatever grounds he may have refrained at that time 
from prosecuting his clainx, the right of Tukt Sing to succeed to that part 
of the possessions enjoyed by his father and brother and nephew, the late 
infant Gliief, for a period of upwards of 20 years, could not now, 

I humbly conceive, be justly interfered with under any circa instances. 


No. XV. 

Extract from a letter from the Political Agent in tho Maheo Kanta, to the 
adchross of the Political Cotnmissiqiier and Rosident^ Baroda,—453, 
, dated the 8th September 1842. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 25th ultimo 
and its accompaniment from Mr. Chief Secretary Reid regarding 

^ I find this acToptibu alluded to In the followjuj? terms in the oth paragrapli of w letter 
from Ooioiiol Ballantino, to Chief Secrotai’y Hownham’s addi’Oss, datiod Gtli Septewibet 
'ISai, five or six years vaftor it had taken place is known to CoTorument that Turtab 

Sing deceased oh the road before he reached Monraasa, and ihe^subaequoiit adoption of 
Karu Bing of his own son to the>so.possGSsiona appears to have been a measure of his,, 
owo, which, if eonfimeU, leaves him at all events liable to the obligation subscribed to 
by Piirtab Sing, ^ ‘ ’ 
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the claim advanced by the late Collector of Ahmcdabad on the part 
of our Government to the Marwaree share of the Mourassa Pergunnah, 
I have the houour to remark that although the several points therein 
alluded to as having been submitted for the opinion of the Judges of 
the Sudder Adawhit, being answered in the affirmative, would be conelu* 
sive in confirmation of the present Ahmednuggur Rajah’s right to tbo 


■m 


I^Mourassa possessions, which have always belonged to the Marwaree share 


of that pergunnah, still a contrary decision of either or all of these 
points would not by any means bo sufficient to set aside that Chief’s 
claim, inasmuch as he urges it altogether independent of the adoption, 
on the ground of the pergunnah having formed a part of the Ahmed¬ 
nuggur Talooka ever since it was wrested by conquest from the Rajah 
of Edur. As to this original right, however, there is doubtless much to be 
said on both sides of the question, but a much stronger claim on the 
part of Ahmednuggur consists in the undisturbed possession of the 
Mourassa villages for upwards of 20 years, which, it can hardly be 
conceived, would have been submitted to by Eclnr had the Rajah of that 
place looked upon the very irregular and entirely unsanctioned adoption 
of Prithee Sing as the only ground on which Kurn Sing, the Rajah of 
Ahmednuggur, continued to retain possession of Mourassa after his 
brother Purtab Sing’s death. I have already, however, entered at such 
length upon this subject in my different letters now before Government, 
that I must not now trespass further on the time of the Hon’ble Board 
than by again recommending the settlement of their several couflioting 
claims, which was effected between the fathers of the present Chiefs of 
Edur and Ahmediiuggnr, as the only satisfactory basis on which a deci¬ 
sion of the present question as far as it affects these two States can now 
be passed. 


No. XVI. 


From the Chief Secretary to Govorument, Bombay, to W. S. Boyd, Esq., Politi¬ 
cal Commissioner for Guzerat,—No. 1189, dated the 1st Juno 1843. 


I AM directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated the 
17th September l.nst, No. 837, forwarding copy of a commuaicatioii from 
Captain Lang, the Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, dated the 8tU 




i<loo}, I’egJirding the claims of the Britislii Govcnmient to the Marwairee 
©bare in the Mourassa Pei'gusmah, which belonged to the laic llajah of 
Alimedniiggur. 


2; In reply, I am desired to inform you that, under all the cir¬ 
cumstances of the case, the Hon^ble the Governor in Council is inclined 
to agree with Captain Lang that the Mourassa Perguivnah should be 
considered as a part of the Ahiiaedmiggur estate; and Government is of 
opinion that the successor to the gtMee of Alimednuggur now possesses a 
right to succeed to that of Mourassa, as well from the latter estate having 
been so long a part of that possession, as that Tukt Sing, the present 
Ihijah of Ahmedniiggur, being a brother of Prithee Sing, the late Rajah, 
is too near a relation to be set aside were even Mourassa held to bo 
separate from Ahmednuggun 

.3. The question, however, I am desired to obfeervo, as respects the 
original light of Atimednuggur to Mourassa, is not free from argument, 
and in recognizing the right of Ahmednuggur to that X)ergunnah, the 
Governor in Council is of opinion that Tukt Sing should be required 
to make such arrangements as will secure the better and more peaceable 
management of Mourassa, which has been so much disturbed in the joint 
tenure of the British Government and the Rajah of Ahmednuggur, 

4. You will, therefore, be pleased to instruct Captain Lang to pro¬ 
pose to Tukt Sing the adoption of the measures suggested in the letter 
from the Collector of A hmedabad, dated the 21st June last, No. 3; and 
until a satisfactory arrangement is effected, the decision of Government 
in regard to the succession to Mourassa must be withheld, 


From the Political Agent in Kattywar, to A, Malbt, Bsq., Secretary to Gotorn- 
nient, Bombay,--No, 65-225, dated the 22ixd April 1847. 

With reference to your letter of the 6tli November last and the 
correspondence which accompanied it from the Government of India 
regarding the claim of the Edur Durbar to the Ahmeduuggur Talooka, 
I have the honour to inform yon that, haying been referred toby Captaiu 
Wallace regarding the points alluded to by the Maharajah of Jodhpore 
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on whicli farther information was required from me, I sent a reply 
to that Officer under date the 20tli November last, copy of which was 
forwarded with his Report to Government* I have since obtained and 
referred to my former letters on the subject, and can. find nothing* in 
them^ or in the replies of Colonel Sutherland and Mr. Greathocl, received 
from the Government of India, on which I could throw any further light. 
I find, however, by a note from the Agent of the young Ediir Chief in 
Bombay that a reply to the reference made to me is awaited before 
finally deciding the question; and should there, therefore, be any other 
points on which any further information is required from me, I shall feel 
obliged by your acquainting me, when it shall be furnished without 
delay. 

2. Neither Colonel Sutherland nor Mr. Greatlied appear to have 
seen my Report of the 25th April last when their several letters on the 
subject wei*e written, but I think I may be pardoned rfor expressing my 
surprise that these Ofiieers should consider the simple denial of Maha¬ 
rajah Tukt Sing in a case involving liis dearest interests sulBcient to 
disprove the very strong evidence furnished in my first Report of the 
antedating of the deed of Juswunt Singes adoption, and that they 
should have so readily believed that I would have accused the Maharajah 
of such an act on light grounds; or, indeed, had there been any doubt at 
all on the subject, neither could they have been aware that, if the 
Miilnirajah’s assertion had been true, I must have remained for two full 
years in ignorance as to who was the actual Chief of one of the only 
two talookas of any consequence under my superintendence. I need not, 
however, point out that our supervision of the petty States under the 
political control of the Bombay Government is too minute to admit of 
this without very culpable neglect of duty; and during this period I 
had frequent opportunities of seeing the Maharajah, and was always on 
the most friendly terms with him, my opinion of him having, from my 
first acquaintance with him, been most favourable. 

S, What is stated in my last Report, however, regarding the claim 
set up by the Collector of Alimedabad to the Marwaree share of Mourassa 
on the death of Prithee Singes posthumous son, Bulwuiit Sing, will, I 
should hope, have satisfied Colonel Sutherland and Mr. Greathed that 



\ aoetnint I have given of the adoption of Jusvvunt Sing is th,e correct 
one, as I imagine they \yill scarcely argue- that it was such a secret 
affair, that the Maharajah and his Agents would, have refrained from 
mentioning it to me, when the simple mention of it must have sufficed 
at once to settle the MoUrassa question in their favour. The whole cir¬ 
cumstances of the case, however, are quite notorious throughout the 
Mahee Kanta, and as doubts have been thrown on my account of them 
by such able Officers, I consider it fortunate, for the cause of justice, 
that the final Report on the subject has been required from my 
successor in the Mahee Kanta, an Officer heretofore entirely unconnected 
with these discus.sionsi I am not aware of what Captain Wallace has 
said on the subject, but I feel perfectly couvinced that only one 
conclusion can be come to by any impartial person reading the mass 
of evidence which has been produced on one side and placing against 
it the unsupported assertions of the interested party on the other, and 
that is, that Juswunt Sing was adopted by his aunt in October 1843, 
on the eve of his father’s departure for Jodhpore, and not in October 
1841, as the Maharajah wishes now to make out. 

4. In the 8th paragraph of his letter Of the lOlh June last Colonel 
Sutherland states, with reference to the replies received from the 
several States of llajpootaua, that “little importance can, in his opinion, 
be attached to testimony of tliis kind, for in their Replies the several 
Courts are doubtless liable to be influenced by occurrences which have 
taken place, or which they may suppose likely to take place, in their own. 
lino of succession.” It requires but little knowledge, I think, of the 
Native character fully to concur in the soundness of this opinion, for 
there are, I fear, but few Native Durbars who would not be likely to be 
influenced by even less powerful considerations than those mentioned 
by Colonel Sutherland; hut with this very necessary caution against 
relying too much on eomparabively impartial testimony, it is surely as 
unjustifiable as it appears inconsistent to place such implicit confidence 
in the assertions of the Jodhpore Dnvhar in a case in which the interests 
of its present Chief are so directly concerned. 

5. Mr. Greathed in the 6th paragraph of his letter of the 6th 
May last, referring to the reversion of Monrassa on two occasions to 
Ahraednuggur, which I think I have shown to have been owing to the 
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intimate conneotion of the two families rather than to the nominal adop¬ 
tions which took place partienlarly on the last occasion^ states that, had 
Maharajah Tiikt Sing* and his sons been swept away by death, Ahmed- 
nugghr would not have lapsed to Edur, hut the existence of the bouse 
would have been carried on by adoption. Government can alone decide as 
to what would have been the ease had such a contingency happened, but 
I have no hesitation in expressing my humble opinion that Mr. Greathed 
is entirely wrong in this supposition ; and in my earlier letters on this 
subject, I think I showed very clearly that the present Ranee of Edur, 
on the occasion of her son^s illness, several years ago, fully expected that, 
in the event of anything liappening to him, the Ahmednnggur Eajah 
would succeed to Edur; and I am equally certain, from what I have heard 
from Tukt Sing himself, that the Ahmednuggur people looked upon Edur 
as having the same reversionary right to any of their possessions instead of 
the Soor family, which is the only other to content it, but upon which 
both Edur and Ahmednuggur used formerly to look down as quite beneath 
them. Tukt Singes expectation to have succeeded to Edur in the event of 
Jowan, Singes getting Jodhpore, to which Colonel Sutherland alludes in 
the 12th paragraph of his letter of the 10 th June last, I heard from the 
Ahmednuggur Karbarees, wlio either were at or came to Sadra after the 
deputation had been despatched from Jodhpore to the Mahee Kanta. 

6. Eut both Colonel Sutherland and Mr. Greathed appear to go 
even further in their willingness to meet Maharajah Tukt Singes wishes, 
and would not object to his sending his second son, born many months 
after he left the Mahee Kanta for Jodhpore, as Rajah of Ahmednuggur, 
an act which, in my humble judgment, would be looked upon through¬ 
out the length and breadtli of this Presidency as one of the grossest 
injustice to Edur, In the Mahee Kanta it would be universally regarded 
as allowing the Maharajah of Jodhpore to do exactly what pleased him 
(to which, in fact, it would amount), and to trample upon Edur, after 
superseding it in the succession to Jodhpore, without the slightest con¬ 
trol on the part of the British Government: and nothing could, in my 
liumble judgment, more clearly show the wisdom of allowing this case to 
be settled by the Bombay Government, agreeably to the policy winch has 
hitherto been pursued towards the petty States under its superinten¬ 
dence, which is evidently so widely different from that adopted among 





tlie larger and more independent States of Eajpootana, a course winch, if 
I rightly remember, Colonel Sutherland himself considered at the time 
of the Jodhpore succession as likely to be the one taken for disposing 
of the Ahmednuggur question. 

7. It must, I imagine, be altogether unuecessary for me to reply to 
the sophistry contained in the note from the Jodhpore Yakeel,, in which 
the omissions in the deed of adoption,.so evidently caused by its having 
been written at one time and dated at another, are attempted to be 
accounted for by its having been drawn out by a womah while labouring 
under inconsolable alflietion. A glance at the deed itself, with all its tech¬ 
nical expressions, will prove a sufBcient refutation of this assertion, and 
the admission that what was informal in it was remedied before the 
Maharajah s departure for Jodhpore is doubtless owing to his having 
received early intimation of the deposition of several of the witnessed 
to its having been taken a short time before the note was written, as 
reported in my last letter, and the Jodhpore people seeing that they 
must in some way account for their statements of having witnessed the 
deed on the eve of the Maharajah^’s departure. 

8. Colonel Sutherland, however, considers that the adoption might 

have taken place at this latter period without any impropriety, or, in other 
words, that, after reigning at Ahmednuggur himself for two years, Tukt 
Sing would have been justified in restoring tbe succession to his prede¬ 
cessor's widow by allowing her then to adopt liis son. If such a thing 
can be done, however, it must he evident that the succession to every 
Hindoo or Mahomedan estate might always be kept from the collateral 
branches of the family, however uear, which I am satisfied not even the 
power of our Government would induce the Rajpoots in'this part of the 
country to tolerate without resistance. It is evident, however, that the 
Ahmednuggur people, were of a different opinion from their antedating 
the deed of adoption, and Tukt Sing' has no reason to complain if the 
case .is tried on the grounds on which he has himself endeavoured to 
place it. Colonel Sutherland, indeed, considers that the deception he 
attempted to practise would render him unworthy of the throne of 
.Marvvar; but I humbly conceive that the cause of justice will bo amply 
viudicated and the impartiality of our Govemmeut snfReiently evinced 
by the restoration of Ahmednuggur to the young Chief of Edur. 
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9. The departure of one of the Edur Puttawuts, the Thakoor of 
Medeesun, to Jodhpore since I left the Mahee Kanta, in defiance of the 
wishes and remonstrances of the Edur AuthoritieSj shows that I was 
not wrong in my opinion that good poliejj as well a.s justice, reqiiircs 
the removal of all Jodhpore influence from the Mahee Kanta if we 
wish to preserve that province in peace and prosperity ; and I can only, 
in conclusion, express my regret that in this view of the subject likewise 
I should feel bound to difler so widely in opinion with an Ofljeer of 
Colonel Sutherland's experience and ability in such matters. 


From Oamais R. WAiLACi, Political Agent, Mahee Kanta, to A. Maiet, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, in the Political Department,—Ko. 

663-101, dated the 30th November 1846. 

With reference to your last letter, enclosing correspondence on the 
subject of the conflicting claims of Jodhpore and Edur to the talooka' 
of Ahmednuggur, I -have the honour to state, in reply to the queries 
therein put, that I find, on reference to my predecessor and after a search 
through the records, that no communication was made to Maharajah 
Tukt Sing of the confirmation of Government of his succession on the 
death of his nephew, Bulwunt Sing: there was no dispute and no other 
claimant. The affairs have been conducted ever since the demise of Prithee 
Sing in the name of Tukt Sing only up to the period of his departure 
for Jodhpore, when Juswunt Sing’s name began first to appear in the 
letters addressed to this Agency. 

3. The great length to which the correspondence on this impor¬ 
tant subject has run, reminds me to be as brief as possible in the remarks 
which I beg to offer on one or two points alone, which do not seem to 
have been hitherto noticed, or which relate more to local usage or local 
precedent in this province, and of which the Political Authorities in 
Eajpootana must, of necessity, be imperfectly informed. 

S. In the first place, in the Mahee Kanta adoptions, are not the 
purely family affairs in which no third party has a right to interfere that 
Maharajah Tukt Sing’s Vakeel would represent them; the British Go¬ 
vernment having asserted and enforced tbo right to sanction or annul 
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them in cases of dispute. "Witness the important case of Amleeara when an 
adoption was annulled on investigation^ the Government of Bombay thus 
expressing its right to do so as the Lord Paramount on 11th June 1836 : 

the present case no party can plead prescriptive enjoyment; the dis¬ 
pute commences m limine^ and the adoptioBj which one party contests,. 
has never received tlie recognition necesmrg to render it valicL^^ My pre¬ 
decessor, writing in September 1842, a year before this case of Ahmed- 
nuggur was mooted, spoke of a former adoption of Prithee Sing into the 
Mourassa family as ^Hhe very irregular and entirely nnsanctioned 
tion of Prithee Sing.^^ And here I beg to correct an error into which 
the Political Agent at Jodhpore has fallen, in supposing that because the 
Mourassa branch of the Edur family having been twice renewed by 
adoption, and the reversionary claims of Edur to that estate disallowed 
on both occasions by the united British and Gaekwar Governments, 
that this fact tests the non-existence of those claims in right j whereas 
the decisions of the above Governments were founded on certain transac¬ 
tions between the families of Edur and Ahmednuggur, unnecessary to 
dwell on here, but quite unconnected with the adoptions, which were hardly 
noticed at all. 

4. I would humbly suggest, therefore, that, in default of precedents, 
this case of adoption remains to he judged on its own merits, and sanc¬ 
tioned or annulled, if, as in the case of Amleeara, it should appear have 
been conducted in an irregular or informal manner/^ and in this point of 
view it becomes very necessary to ascertain when the adoption really took 
place, because, if it occurred, as stated by some, on the eve of Maharajah 
Tukt Sing's departure for Jodhpore, the intended fraud would be so trans¬ 
parent, that the sanction of the paramount authority could hardly be other¬ 
wise than withheld. I have read with much attention the whole correspon¬ 
dence on this subject, and it does not appear, to my humble judgment, 
that the very suspicious circumstances detailed by Captain Lang have 
not been by any means satisfactorily cleared up by Maharajah Tukt Sing. 
If the adoption took place in 184d, and was witnessed by some even only 
of the soUlisant witnesses at that time, it is remarkable that it should 
have remained concealed from the whole country and from the Political 
Agent, with whom the parties were in almost daily communication. But in 
addition to the evidence, internal and external, adduced by Captain Lang, 
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there is one cireumstancc not noticed (that I am aware of) that almost 
convinces me that the later is the true date of adoption; and as there 
is something' in it that seems to throw a lig'ht on the whole affaii'j I 
am tempted to trace it in detail. 

5. Captain Ludlow’s Report, dated 23rd September 1813, of the first 
measures taken bj the Marw;ar Sirkars towards the election of a suc¬ 
cessor to Maun Sing, mentions that on the 20th of that month it was 
agreed in consultation “ to unite Tiikt Sing and Ms son to this, capital, 
as no one appeared to have ascertained to which of these personages the 
destinies of Marwar could best he confided. On the morning of the 
22nd, however, a party, at the head of Avhich was the principal Bhut- 
teeanee Ranee, had bound themselves by solemn promises to use all their 
influence for introducing the child, Jimount Sing, to the guddee.” The 
Sirdars were evidently disposed that a Chief of mature years should be 
elected, and in the final consultation on the 23rd the subject was con¬ 
sidered from 9 A. M. till 5 p. m. ; at length a kind of compromise seems' 
to have taken place, and it was finally decided that a deputation should 
be sent to Abmednuggur to see TuM Sing and’his son, and write an 
account of them, on receipt of which the parties with whom the election 
rested were to act accordingly. The Report “pronounced favourably of 
Tukt Sing and of his son, the former being represented to be 24 years of 
age, of medium stature, possessed of a good disposition, habits of business, 
and capacity for the high office he has been called upon to fill; Ms son, . 
whom the Magees, the Sirdars, and others wish to receive as heir apparent, 
is also reported upon in terms of approbation, with the exception only 
of his being considered diminutive for a child of seven years of age.’^ 
On the 15th October Captain Ludlow, addressing Colonel Sutherland, sug¬ 
gested that the Political Agent in the Mahee Ranta should he addressed 
direct on the subject of the advisability of the immediate departure 
of Tukt Sing, the present Rajah of Ahmednuggur, to Jodhporo to assume 
the sovereignty, of Marwar, to which he was yesterday elected by the 
unanimoits voice of the Ranees, the Sirdars, and others who have a voice 
in the succession. The Banees at the same time invited the son of Tukt 
Sing^ as the heir apparent of the guddee of MarwarB Colonel Sutherland, 

in his letter of the 17th October 1843, acknowledging the letter from 
wliioli the above extract is taken, speaks of it as reporting the “adoption 
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and election ot Maharajah Tuht 8wg and hh son as sovereign and heir 
apparent of Marwar,” and on the same day lie wrote to the Political 
Agent in the Mahee Kanta to afford “ every facility to the progress of 
Maharajah Tukt Sing and of his son, the sovereign and heir ajoparent 
constitutionally elected of Jodbpore.” 

6. Thus far it seems clear that the coupling of Juswnnt Sing with 
his father in all the above instances, the ofe as sovereign and the other 
as heir apparent of Marwar, was no mere matter of form, but a necessary 
consequence of the compromise made between the two parties at Jodh- 
porcj viz., the Sirdars and others who supported the choice of the father 
as a person of mature years and the Ranees who were pledged to secure 
juswunt Sing on the guddee. The reason and reasonableness of this will 
be apparent from the following short extract from Colonel Sutherland’s 
letter of the 2nd May 1846 “ My impression then (1843) was, that his 

son, Juswunt Sing, was accompanying the Maharajah for the purpose of 
being adopted by the widow of Maharajah Maun Sing, since Tukt Sing 
himself was too old to undergo that rite.” The Sirdars of Marwar were 
satisfied when they got a Prince of maturejrears to rule over them, and 
the election of Tukt Sing s&ured that point. The widow of Maun Sing 
could not be satisfied till a son was’ adopted to continue the line of 
Ilajali Maun Sing, and the adoption of Juswunt Sing vvould have secured 
that point also: but, observes Colonel Sutherland, "it is a question whether' 
Juswunt Sing could have proceeded to Jodhpore to ho adopted into that 
house in 1843, since he had been adopted in 1841 into that of Ahmed- 
niiggur.” To my mind, however, the evidence that he had not been so 
adopted in 1841, which has been recorded by Captain Lang, is corro¬ 
borated to conviction by tbe circumstance that it was concealed, not 
only from that Officer from the Mahee Kanta in general, but also from 
the deputation sent down for the very purpose of reporting on the 
eligibility of both father and son. It is almost incredible that they should 
nob have been informed of a circumstance (or discovered it) which was 
so important to the wishes of t he parties whom they represented as the 
actual adoption of Juswunt Sing into another family. 

7. Moreover, Maharajah Tukt Sing surely gives very inadequate 
reasons for the necessity of any adoption in 1841 at all. , 11 is brother. 
Prithee Sing, was succeeded by a posthumous son, who died in infancy— 
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both ciroumstancos, doubtlesSj, very distressing to the widow : but liov/ 
permitting her to adopt Jnsw.ilnt Sing could have materially consoled 
her does not appear. Her husband had not died childless, and there was 
no risk of the failure of the-.family , when Tukt Sing, the undisputed 
representative of it, was alive and had a son to succeed. On neither of 
these grounds, therefore, was an adoption recpured; whereas in 18i3, 
on the departure of Tukt Sing and his son for Jodhpore, the family 
really became extinct and the widow a mere peusioner: the reversionary 
claims of Edur were hanging over them. The retention of Almiednuggur 
was a matter of the first importance to the widoAv, and also to Tukt 
Sing, for, first, it gratified the ruling passion of every Bajpoot; second, 
it thwarted the claims of Edur, against which the younger Ahmednuggur 
branch had an hereditary animosity; and third, it kept open the chance 
(in failure of the only intervening life) of succession to Edur also. These 
were objects worth a struggle, and, if he failed in them all, the Maharajah 
may have confidently expected that the influence of the King of Marwar 
would be sufficient at any future time to extricate his then only son, 
the heir apparent, from the false position into whicli he had thrown him, 
and to reinstate him in hi? rights. Nor was the Maharajah too san¬ 
guine ; proposals have been already made to recall Juswunt Sing and to 
substitute a younger son, since born, in his place at Ahmednuggur, or to 
proceed to the election of a new Chief of Ahmednuggur by the Putta- 
wuts of that State; and both these propositions have been readily seconded 
by the I^olitical Authorities in Eajpdotana, though the first would be a 
practical refutation of all their own argaments in favour of the validity 
of Juswunt Singe's adoption, and the second, the intrpduetiou of a new 
and very inapplicable mode of succession in a petty State, which has 
not that class of nobles and officers to which the election at Jodhpore 
might with safety have been confided, and where its application in the 
present emergency would be tantamount to permitting the Maliarajali 
to make such nomination as rniglit be most agreeable to himself. 

8^ My predecessor appears to have been strongly of opinion that 
the retention of Ahmednuggur as a dependency on Jodhpore would bo 
detrimental to the interests of the Mahee Kanta, and for the ibllowiiio% 
among other reasons, lam inclined to agree with him ;—First, the inter¬ 
mingling of the Ahmednuggur possessions with the contiguous British 







. Districts and the joint partnership of the Kajah and the Company in 
one or two talookas produce numerous references which are more 
readily and couveuiently arranged hy a Political Agent on the spot than 
if that Political Agent were residing at Jodhpore; and the same applies to 
the other surrounding possessions of other powers. Second, the feelings of 
hereditary animosity between the Bdur and Ahmednuggur families, 
which would be pretty sure to break out into a flame without.that con¬ 
stant check which a Resident Political Authority insures. Even already 
the influence of Jodhpore has had the effect of rendering the transac¬ 
tion of ordinary business with Ahmednuggur more difficult, and it has 
been most improperly exercised, which.! must call tampering with 
one of the Puttawuts of the Edur State. This has given rise to a long 
correspondence, and notwithstanding the assertions of the Maharajah, the 
Thakoor Ajeet Sing of Mehdasun is still, for aught I know, an accepted 
guest at the Durbar of Tukt Sing. On this subject I beg to annex extract 
of ajetter from my Aissistant, which will, I trust, satisfy the Hon’ble the 
(iovernor in Uouncil that the representations made from this Agency 
were fully supported by the facts, and that the apprehensions entertained 
by my predecessor of the interference of Tukt Sing with the affairs 
of this province were entirely consonant with the event. 


Extract of a letter from Oaptais Kkilt, Assistant Political Agent in the Malice 
Kanta,—dated Camp Paloondra, the 30tli November 18‘16. 

I BEO to inform you that Dessaye Jugjewun, the sole manager of 
Ahmediinggur, waited on me at the Samlajee Fair, and in the course of 
conversation, wliieh 1 took care should not excite suspicion, he informed 
me that Ajeet Sing applied for permission to proceed to Jodhpore in 
February last, and sent the letter through the Ahmednuggur d4k; that 
au answer was received from His Highness about a fortniglit afterwards 
together witli one from Oumbur Sing, a person well known to Mr. 
Greathed, I believe; and that those letters he (the Dessaye) had sent-to 
the Mehdasun Thakoor. The Dessaye also asserted that he knew from 
his own letters the purport of the one from His Highness to Tliakoor 
Ajeet Sing, which was to desire him to postpone his visit till after 
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the rains owing to some family canses, when he promised to try and 
better liis condition j but that Ajeet Sing> being impatient and pressed 
by his creditors, went before, instead of after, the time prescribed. The 
Dessaye also admitted that the Maharajah wished to bestovY a putta 
of 10,000 or 13,000 Rupees on Ajeet Sing, but that he experienced soma 
difBciiIty from the Nobles of his Court, who were averse to his alienating 
the Crown lands to foreigners; and subsequently the orders of the 
Supreme Government interdicting him from entertaining the Puttawuts 
of the Edur State in his employ had put a stop to his intentions. He 
fimther stated that during the time the Tliakoor has remained at Jodh- 
pore he and his followers ha\s.e been maintained at the expense of the 
Maharajah, and that in Seerpao and* other presents the Thakoor has 
received about 10,000 Rupees. 


Minute by the Hox’nLE Mr. ‘VViLLotronBY, concurred in by the Hox’bl>^Mr. 

Blane, —dated the 5tb November 1846. 

I HOPE shortly to be able to submit my opinion to the Board on 
this important case, as requested by our late Hon'^ble President, 

2. In the meantime I would suggest that this correspondence he 
forwarded to Captain Lang, the late Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, 
for any remarks he may desire to oJfer. 

3. With the same object it should be forwarded to Captain WaL 
lace, the present Political Agent, and the attention of that Officer should 
be drawn to the assertion of Tukt Sing, that after the death of the 
infant Rajah of Ahmednuggut') his nephew, Bulwunt Sing, his own son, 
Juswunt Sing, became Chief and himself Regent of Ahmednuggur, 

4. He should report what his records show on this point, and 
whether the Political Agent communicated to Tukt Sing bis recognition 
as Chief, and, if so, in what manner; in whose name and authority, also, 
the affairs of Ahmednuggur were administered during the two years 
which intervened between the death of Bulwunt Sing and Tukt Singes 
departure for Jodhpore. 

5. When this has been done, I request these papers may be 
returned tome. 
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Mimlto by tbe Hon'bbe Mi^. WiUoi;<3hbt,— dated tke 37fch July 1847 ^ , 

I haVe madfe! considerable progress iu a Minute on this important 
case, and will complete it as soon as I am able. The delay has been 
oceasioned partly by a press of other duties, and partly by a reference 
whicb was made to the late and present Political Agent in the Mahee 
Kanta on the receipt of Mr. Secretary Currie*s letter of the 18th Julv 
184G. ^ 


Mipute by the Hon’ble Me, 'Willoughby,— dated the 6th Soptomber 1847. * 

In conformity with the Board's wishes, I now proceed to record 
my opinion on the important question pending respecting the succes¬ 
sion to the Chiefship of Ahmednuggur in Guzerat. 1 regret the delay 
which has oecurred in the performance of this duty. This, however, has 
partly arisen from a press of other duties, and partly from a refemnce 
having become necessary on the receipt of the last letter from the 
Government of India on the subject, dated tbe 18tli July 1816, to the 
former and present Political Agents in the Mahee Kanta, and from 
Captain Lang having from some misapprehension delayed his reply until 
the 23Bd April last. 

2. The succession to this Chiefship is contested by the present 
Chief of Edur on the one hand, and by its late Chief, the present 
Maharaj or Sovereign of Marwar, on the other. The former olaims it on 
two grounds: 1 si!, by right of inheritance, and Znd, as a lapse reverting 
to the parent State in consequence of his rival’s adoption and election 
as Sovereign of Marwar, which, he contends, necessarily involves a forfei- 
ture of his possessions iu Guzerat, The latter contends that his right 
to retain the Chiefship is unaffected by his removal to Marwar j but that, 
if this'be denied, then he contends that he is at liberty to transfer it to 
one of his sons. Ihe adoption of his eldest, and at the time only, soil, 
by the widow of an elder brother, is likewise much relied upon by the 
MahaiaJ in support of liis claim, and this part of the question will 
require particular attention. 

3. The question has been well .and ably argued on both sides. 
Captain Lang, our late Political Agent in the Mahee Kanta, has 



eamesUy cojiteBcled for tlia rights of EJur f the Political Aathorities in 
Marwar^ and more especially Mr. Greathed> the late Politkyal AgeuI 
at Jodhpore^for those of the late Chief, now Maharajah of Manrat\ 

4, The correspondence on the subject is v&ry voluminous, ahd,, it 
will, therefore, perhaps, facilitate a correct and just decision if I endea- 
ybnr to give a brief summary of the facts of the casey with an historical 
sksitch of the several parties ihvolved in the dispute, and the relation in 
\vbich they stand to each otlrero This completed, I shall proceed to 
state the precise points on which-the question at issue appears to me 
to depend, with the opinion* * * § ** I have formed on each, quoting the 
authorities on which I chiefly rely ; and with the view of illustrating 
my remarks on the relationship existing between the Eclur and Ahined« 
nuggur families^ I shall annex to my Minute the Genealogical Tables 
which have been suppliedf to us by our Political Officers in Guzerat and 
Marwar, and which, I believe, are for the most, part correct. 

5. We learnj from the able and accomplished author ofvthe 
Amah of Rajmtkan^ the, best part of whose distinguished career Was 
pasged in Kajpootana, that, on the destruction'of the Kahtore dynasty of 
Cahouj by Shahb-ood-deen Mahomed Ghori, and the de^th of its last 

, monardh, Jeychund,§ drowned in the Ganges in endeavourmg to efibct 
his? escape, his son, or, according to some accounts, his nephew,^ ShOb|ee, 
with a few of his brethren, ll|id the foundatiQU of thfe present Itahtore 

^ Theconoluslonaat which I have arrivod are recapitulated in the last paragraph 
of my Minute. 

‘ f Oapbain Lang’s letter dated the 5th October 1813, aucT Colonel Sutherland’s 
dated the 17ti June 1813. , 

t Tod's Anmh of llajasiMrit yol. -I., p, 88, and Vpl. JI., pp. 2 and 10. 

§ Alias Jaya Ohundra, one of the moat celebrated characters of BaJpoot^Hisfcoiy, A 
grant of his, dated in a. b. 1177, has boon published in the I5th Tol. of the Asiatic 
. jffeaearchea, p. 450. Br. Bird, in hia preface to his Translation of 
History of Uuzerat of great repute, gives the following acoount of his death :•— / 

**The Ba,iq.h df Canouj, now the greatest Sovereign in Hindoston, prepared to 
revenge this wanton cruelty, and commenced hostilities'agaiupt the Mahomedan pM 
eosfiiona with 700 war eleijihants and 100,000 cavalry. On hearing of’this moveu^ient, 
the Sultan itnniediatoly returned to India, and effected a junotion with the troops of the 
Viceroy, Tho united arnaies of Xihori advancod to the bahka of fcho Juinha, wheu betweeii 
CbaTidwar and Efcawah they were met by the Hindus, Hore.an action was ibnght, in’ 
which the latter were defeated and Jaya Olnindra slain,” p, 81. Dr.; Bird states thatf this ' 
occurred in a. u. 1104, four yours earlier than the date assigned by Oolouel Todt ■ \ 
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dynasty in Marwar on tha ruins of the Punliaras of Ntmdore. This is 
said to have occurred about A. n. 1198, but Jodhpore, the present 
capital and seat of Government, was not founded until about a. d. 1459, 
One of the most popular of Sheojee-’s successors was Ajeet Siii^. He 
bad la sons, by two of whom, Abhee Sing and Bukht Sing, he was 
murdered at the instigation of the Syuds of Barali, celebrated in history 
as the murderers of the Emperor Feroekseer, This occurred in 
A. D. 1730. 

6. Abhee Sing, the parrioide, siieceeded to the throne of Alarwar 
at this time Surbolund Khan was Viceroy of Guzerat on the part of the 
Emperor of Delhi, who in the previous year (a. d. 1729) had been 
obliged to cede to the first Bajee How Peishwa the Chonth and Sir 
Deshmookhee of Guzerat. On this pretext he was superseded, and the 
Viceroyalty of Guzerat was conferred on Abhee Sing. He proceeded 
with a large army to take possession of his Government, and shortly 
afterwards caused the celebrated Pillajee Row Gaekwar to be treacher¬ 
ously assassinated, hoping thereby to secure the expulsion of the Mah- 
rattas from ■ Guzerat. lu this, however, he was mistaken, for Damajeo 
Row Gaekwar, having assembled a large force to avenge the death of his 
father, " occupied many of the principal districts in the east of Guzerat, 
and taade incursions as far as Jfodhpore.^^ Abhee Sing, fearing for the 
safety of his hereditary possessions, returuo# to Jodhpore, leaving Guze- 
rat in charge of his Deputy, Rattan Sing. In a. b. 1735 Abhee Sing 
was superseded in the Government of Guzerat by Momin Khan. His 
Deputy resisted the newly-appointed Viceroy, but was ultimately expelled 
the province by Momin Khan, aided by Damajee Row Gaekwar. Ou the 
death of Abhee Sing, his son. Ram Sing, succeeded him in the sovereignty 
of Marwar. Three othersf of his descendants ruled in succession, until 
m A. n. 1804 the throne of Marwar descended to the late Maharajah 
Maun Slug, who, after a long and eventful reign of 40 years, died at 

Jodhpofe on the 5tii September 1843, leaving no issue. 


* ardnVIhif s Uistmj of m Mahmttas, Vol. I., pp. sil, gis, and 627. VMe also 
Sir Kobert Arbuthnotjs lottop dated the 10th December laiO, and Captain Keily’s Retort 
on the Rnnces and Chiefs of Guzerat. dated the 8tli Septombop 1S43. 

t Vix., 1st.. Bukht Sing; 2nd, Vnjeh Sing; 3nh Bhoem Sing; lift, Maun Sing. 
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7. The preseat State of Edur was fouaded by Anauad Sing and 
Ilaee Sing^ two of the sons of Ajeet Sing, whose murder is alluded to iu 
paragraph 5. Their origin is, in fact, indicated by the name of the 
district in which Edur is situated, " Naneo Marwar/’ or Little Marwar, 
which includes, hesidee Edur, Ahmeduuggur, Mourassa, H'ursole, and 
Byer.f' The precise mode'in which tliey expelled thp former occupants 
and established themselves at Edur is differently narrated. According to 
Colonel Tod,t ''Annund Sing was adopted into the independent State of 
.Edur, and his issue are heirs presumptive to the throne of Marwar,” 
According to Captain Clunes, '‘the Eajah of Edur, Gumbur Sing, is 
■great-grandson of Annuud Sing, who was a brother of Abhee Sing, the 
Raj^ of Jodhpore, and Viceroy of Guzerat between 1731 and 1736. 
Annuud Sing, together with his enterprising brother. Race Sing, obtained 
possession of Edur about this time. Annuhd Sing was killed in action 
with the Mahrattas in 1742 near his own fort.' .Edurwara, of which this is 
the capital, is a mountainous and jungly country, inhabited principally 
by Bheels.”J According to the Hon'ble Mountstiiart Elphinstone, the 
Rajah of Edur in 1321 was the fifth in descent from Ajeet Sing, who 
reigned in Jodhpore about 100 years ago,. This ancestor obtained 
posheMioh of Edur about 80 years since; it was at that' time 
a part of the Jodhpore Territory ; Ajeet Sing having driven out another 
Rah tore Triace, who was called the “ Rao,” and still retains that titles 
Th<\ugh his territory is conlifid to the small but strong district of Pola, 
in the hills between Edur and Oodeypore, he still continues his claim 
to Edur, aud often harasses the’ Rajah, who some years ago had , tem¬ 
porary possession of Pola§ aeeording to Colonel Miles, who was for 

• Captain Keily’s Eoport on the Princos and Chiefs of Guzerat,- dated the 9th Soptehv- 
bor 1,843. 

f Annals of Vol. I, pp. 743 and 745. It is worthy* * * § of remark, howovorj 

that in a subsequent part of his work a much earlier origin is assfeued, “ Shoojoo (the 
founder of the Jodhpore djraasty) had three song; one of these, Sowing,’estabHahod 
liinisfelf in Edur. 'fhis sniaU principality on the frontier of Guzerat thou apportaiwedy ha 
did Meliwo, to the Ghbey race, and it was during the imtuno^ or period of mourning for 
one of its riinobs, that the young Bahtore ohoso to obtain a new settlement, Bis 
descendants are distinguished as the Hatondra Bahtores.”—Vol ir., p. u* 

t AppMdm to Clmes^s lUnermj and^ Directory of Western India, %y. 48 v see also the 
smuq X)moQr'QEistorical Sketch ofJlie Frinces of 

§ mute, dated Lahore, the i^th February WD, recorded by Mr. Elphinston© 
during hia tour of Guzerat as aovernpr of Bombay^ • 
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several years. Political; Agent in Guzerat., The Kaos of Edur paid 
tribute* to .tile Kings, of Eelhi or their Viceroys. . in Shrnbut 17I 2j 
A; D, 1656-56j Morad .Buksbj the Soubadar of Gtizerat, availing himself 
of family dissensions, ejcpelled the last Rao from Ednr, and placed it 
in charge of a Dessaye, Annund Sing and Haee Sing obtained possession 
pi liidur in Sumbnt 1775, a. d, 1718-19, being provided, according 
to some accounts, with an order from the King of Delhi to occupy the 
place. It is more probable, however, that the state of the country 
, induced them to possess themselves of Ednr, aided by their brother, 
thp Prince of Marwar and .Viceroy of Guzerat.f According to Sir 
R. Arbnthnot, lately Collector of Ahmeclabad,-'*Edur originally belonged 
to an ancient family of Rajpoots who ruled utuler the title of " Rao." 
This, family were conquered, or, at all events, were dependent on the 
Knigrs .of Quzerat, and afterwards on the Emperors of Delhi, when 


♦ fliero is abundant evidence in the MieM Alwwdi, or Histoiy of Guzernt, of the 
contests wivioh occurred botwoen the Ohiela of Edur and the .Maiiomedan Ticeroys of 
, Guzarat. In a. i>, 1400 “anarmy went agaiust Ediir, at which time Zafir Khnn Subdued 
the plaCe.” In A. .u. 14U Sultan Alnnod tfcd,an army against .tldur, when the Rajah,-who' 
had fled from tlionCo, became ashamed of his actions, and, agreeing to pay a. fixed tribute 
to the SWtau, was pardoned by him. In a. n. 1420 the Rajah rebelled, and the Sultan led 
■onotlier army against Edur. The Rajah, by name Puuja, fied, and hia head was a few days 
afterwards oiit offby a wood-cutter, whobroUght ibto the Sultan. Sulta.u Ahmed’s sncces- 
Boriii A. D. 1441 also advanced against Bdnr the Rajah fled, but having tendered his sub- 
mi^sioivwas pardoned and gave his daughter in maHHago to the'Snltau. Ida. i). 1513 
tho Rajah again beoamo disobedieiil, and another expedition was sen t against him, when 
‘^the Rajah, repenting of his conduct, caused the fixed tribute to be paid." In a. p. 
1514 Eae ^Mal, brother of Bheom Kao, Rajah of Edur, expelled his brother’s son, Bbaee 
Mai, from Edur j at this the Sultan was displeased, saying that Bhoem Rao rnled Edur 
; , i,;» authority, and what power could R^^ Sanka (Rajah of Ohitoro' have to appoint 
Rae Mai to: Edur? Wherefore Nizam-ool-Moolk, the Jaghiredar of Ah'mednngguri re- 
ooivud orders to expel Rae Mai from Edur, and deliver over the country to Blmeo Mai 
Eae Mai continued a warfare with the Sultan’s troops up to a. d. 1617, having been 
ulteOTately victorious and defeated.’’ In a', d. 1645 great boramotiona occurred iu Guzorat 
i,n cpneociuenoe of th©^Sultan “ attaching a fourth of the province, or that part of the 
apportioned lands then possessed by Rajpoots, Grassias, and Keells.’’ Amnng the Grassias 
vvhopti this account began to disturb the country, “ Edur is oxclndsd.’’ In a d 1673 
“Eao.Narrayau, Zemindar of Edur, committed disturbances, snd Khan AMz Koka the 
Bmpofor of Delhi’s Viceroy of Guzerat, proceeded against him. and in a. ,d. 1678 the 
Eajali, being overwhelmed by the-multitude of the imperial army, took refuge in the 
mountains, but at length, ndvaiiving to give the latter ba,tllo, sustained a defeat. Edur was 
at the same time taken.” Fide Dr. Bird’s Translation of the “ Mimbi Ah>mdC>' np 18i I87 
191, aas, 228,336 and 34l ■ ■ . . t i 

■f insioHCal SfceffbVt/tfiEanrilp o/ l’ditr, by. Cdl^^ Bombay records. 






Guzetat beoame a province of ilie Empire, g’overned a Seiibadat or 
Vie^rby. Under their rule the Chief of Edur was commoidy designated 
the Zemindar of Edar/^ 


Frequently rebellious, the Fort of Ahtnednuggur^ was built in a. B* * * § 
1426, about 16 miles from Edur, by Ahmed Shah, King of Guzerat, with 
the object of keeping his refractory vassal under subjection. Aimund 
Sing, with the aid or connivance of his brother, Abhee Sing, expelled the 
Raos of Edur, and possessed himself of Edm', Ahmednuggur, Hursple, 
Byer, and Mourassa^f According to Captain Keily, the present State of 
^Edtir was founded by Annund Sing and llaee Sing, sons of the celebrated 
Ajeet Sing, Rajah of Jodlipore, who wus murdered by bis second son, 
Bukht Sing, at the instigation of his elder brother, Abhee Sing, who, 
residing at the Court of Delhi, was unable to resist the tempting offers 
made to him, and for the Viceroyalty of Guzerat seduced his brother 
by the gift of the rich province of Nagpore to commit the parricidal 
act. The two brothers, being dissatisfied with the provision assigned 
to them by Abhee Sing, emigrated from Marwar, and proceeded in the 
first instance to Aboo. They ultimately became reconciled with Abhee 
Sing, and obtained Edur, then eoiisisting of seven Mehals,^: as a main¬ 
tenance. The Rehwur tribe of Rajpoots were the original proprietors of 
Edur, but were dispossessed. In 1767, provoked by one of their villages 
having, with Annund Singfs sanction, been attacked by the Cusbattees 
of Edur, and availing themselves of the absence of Race Sing with all 
the disposable troops of Edur, contending against the Mahrattas at 
Borsud, the Rehwurs repossessed themselves of Edur. On hearing this 
Raee Sing returned in haste, and after much opposition regained the 
place by assault,§ According to Captain Lang, ^' for many centuries 

* In the year of the Hijree 830, a. ti. 1426, Ahmed Shah, King of Guzerat, again car¬ 
ried an array against Edui*, when the Eajah of that place fled before him. Sultan Ahmed 
followed him into the mountainous country, wliere he established the city of Ahmed- 
niiggur, situated iO koss from Edur, and on the banks of the nver channel, called Saber- 
Hiati, and having enclosed it with, a strong stone wall niado choice of it for a residenoD.” 

BM^s TmmlaMon o/MvroM Ahnmdii ^ Xi, 

' t Sir K. Arbuthnot’s letter to Bombay Government, dated 10th December 1830. 

X yis.y Edur, Ahtnednnggur, MourasBa, Byor, Hursole, Purantiji, and Versaporo. 

§ Captain Keily’s Beport on tho Princes and Chiefs of Gnzorah, dated the 9th Septem¬ 
ber 1813. 
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: prior ; to tbe acquisitioB of Edur by tbo pres^ent dynasfcy;,vU5^^^y^^^ ago^ 
it : vvas quito a separate principality from JodliporOj, although ,belonging 
to a bi’aooh of the Eahtore family^ which was driven; from Caaooj abont 
the lOiddle i3th\centufjr. The Mahomedan^ hadj indeed^ con¬ 

quered it, from Its foiuner possessors and conferred it upon Abhee Sipg 
of Jodhpore^ about the time he received the Soubadaree of Alimedabad 
from the Emperor of Delhi as the reward for having caused the death 
of hiij own father* The Mahomedans, however, did not consolidate their 
o>vn authority 0 ^ Edur, and Abheo Sing was too suddenly summoned 
baok to his own capital by an ineursiou of the Mahrattas to be able 
to do. so. It was at'tbis time that two of his younger brojihers, fearing*- 
the parricicle^s attempts against their own* lives, fled J^om Jodhpore, and 
partly on the strength of Abhee Singes claims, and partly by force of 
arms, finally established themselves at Edur y and their desceudantB have 
tept it ever rinee, but never as a dependency of Jodhpore/^f Captain 
Datig's account is for the most part confirmed by Tukt Sing, the present 
Maharajah of Jodhpore, an excellent authority on all points connected 
with his family history where his own personal interests are not con¬ 
cerned* He states:—In Sumbut ]781, a.,d. .1724-25,. Edur/Ahraed- 
huggitr, and Motirassa were in pdssessioilof the ‘Edurreea ^ahtores, the 
head of Who exercised superior authority,' In 

that year Annund Sing and Eaee Sing, two of the sons of Ajeet Sing, 
Maharajah of Jodhpore, emigrated to Edur and Serohi, The ruling 
Rao wa? a man of ordi character. The Viceroyalty of Guzerat 
was couferred^ from Delhi upon Abbee Sing, and supported by the * 
people, Ahnuhd Sing and Raee Sing possessed themselves of the afore¬ 
said plaees/^| 


fact most xmpcxrtant), as it wifitates against the idea of the two brothers 
haVmg obtained'Abhe^e Sing. It is also, plaeed beyond donbt by a letter 
dated in a. jo. 17S2, quoted by Colouel Tod, proving that it was Abhoe mtebtion 

to out ott all but his own parncidal issue froni the succession, and^Annnnd Sibg is 
therein expressly learned as one who was not to bq allowed ** to escapo alivoy*— 

'J^'ide Am(iU of Vol. I.I.* p, 138. The-letter itself WiU be iu^ihe 

Appondix. . 

t Captain Lang’s letter to Government dated SOth June 184Sv - 

J Tukt SingV khureeta forwarded with Captain Ludlow’s letter elated tho l-Itli : 
Decoinbdr 1813, 

,, - . . ■"'..215 ' 
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8/ I have been thus partieular iii endeavounng to ascertain: to 
ongin bf the present dynasty of Bdur, because a question which has beeii 
incidentally raised by Colonel Sutherland,^ to be hereafter noticed,t very 
iniTch depends upon the mode in which the acquisition was obtained* The 
two brothers may very possibly have been aided in their object by the 
nominal claim their elder brother, Abhee Sing, possessed to Ediir as 
the Emperor of Delinks Viceroy of Guzerat; but beyond this the Edur 
family appears to me to have always held Edur by right of conquest/just 
as much as the Sovereigns of Jodhpore hold Marwar by a similar title. 
The two families are of the same class and descended, from a common 
ancestor, but in all other respects the States th^y have founded are quite 
distinct and indei^mndent of each other. 

9. To resume my narrative* In one of the tnimerousj conflicts 
between the two brothers and the Bhoomia, or original Rajpoot proprie¬ 
tors of the soil, Eaee Sing was killed, leaving no issue. The surviving 
brother, Annund Sing, ruled about 20 years, and having established his 
authority over almost all the country comprehended in the modern 
States of Edur and Alimedmigguv, was succeeded' on his death by his 
SOD, Sheo Sing. This Chief, after a reign of 40 years, died in Sumbut 
1848, A. n. 1791-92, leaving five sons, the eldest of whom, Bhowanee 
Sing, succeeded him. 

10, The death of Sheo Sing led to the dismemberment of the Edur 
State and to inveterate dissensions in his family, whieh have conti¬ 
nued without intermission up to the present period. These dissensions 
were greatly aggravated by the death of Bhowanee Sing within a few 

--- -- - ------ — . — 

^ Yide his letter to the Government of India dated the 2a(i October 1813. 

t Fide paragraphs 130, 131, and 13C of this Minxite. 

t Letters from Captain Lang dated the 2nd July 184/2 and ISthPeoembor 1843# 
Colonel Miles, in the historical sketch before quoted, gives a different account of to 
©vents of this period j he states that some years after the two brothers obtained Edur, 
an officer in the service of Bamajee Bao Gaekwar, with the aid of a body of Hahwur 
Kajpoots, •dherents of the former BaoS, capturedEdur, and that in Siimbtit 180i>, 
A. D. 1762, Annund Sing in an attempt to recover it was killed. Baee Sing was moro 
fortunate, and recaptured the place. On hia deafchj in Surabut 1832, he was succeeded by 
his nephew. Shoo Bing, the son of Annund Sing, who reigned 40 years. In other respeo^s 
Colonel Milos agrees with the authorities followed in the 
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days after the demi.^e of his fother, and eonsequent succession* of his 
got]i> Gitmbur Singj a miaor of 10 or 11 years of age. After a reign 
of more than 40 years this Chief died in a, b. 18S3, leawg an only ^son, 
an infant only 13 months old, named Jowan# Sing, th?". present Chief 
of Edui% Whehk OU his death-bed Gmnhur Sing placed his infant son on ■ 
the gode or lap of Mr. Ershine> the Political Agents signifyiftg thereby 
that he formally confided him to dhe guaixlianship of the 
Government. Soon after^ at the requestof the Eanee, his mother, Edur 
was placed under attachmeut,t and the/estate has continued ever since 
to be managed by us on the young Chiefs behalf. * , 

ylL I now proceed to notice how Ahmednuggur, Mourassia/ancb 
Byer became severed from Edur, These places formed an integral part 
of tbe , Edur State for at least 50 years after it came into the possession 
of the present dynasty, or until about a. n. 1784. '^^ It is only about 60 

years (observes Captain Langf) since Maharaj Sheo Sing, who enjoyed 
the united priacipality>\vdied. A few years before his death he assigned 
Ahmedhuggur as a maintenance to his second son, Sugram Sing, Soon 
after his death disputes arose in the family, and Ahmednuggur has since 
been held as a separate State/^ Although I have myself little doubt that 
Ahmednuggur confe^^ Sugram Sing in putta,§ and that, \Svh6n 
the graixt was originally made, Sugram Singbeoamea Puttawut,orsiibor"* 
flinate Chief of Edur, it may at once be conceded that, favoured by Gum- 
bur Singes minority, the Chief pf Ahmednuggur .soon became praotica!ly 
independent of Edur, as I shall have occasion to show more fully in 
a subsequent part of my Minute, In 1821 Mr. Elphinstone observed ; ||— 
Besides’ the RajahvS and Bao^s Puttawuts, there are three other Chiefe 
whose territory is included in the principality of Edur, though in reality 

-- --- ^ ---- - ^-- -^ - 

There is disoreprmey of o'pinioii as to the precise date of his accession. 

Sir E. Arhitthttot (letter dated 10th December 1889) states it ocdurred in ^Sumbut 1840, 
-A. 0 . 178S. ’'Oblgnol Miles in hia kiatorical sketch of tlie Edar family fixes'it in Sunibut'* 
,184{), 1792. . ■ ■’ ■' 

t Oaptain Dang’s letters dated the iSth December 184S and 20tE June 1845. * , / V 

§ Beth Colonel Miles in his historical sketolr drawn up in 1821 and Captain Kelly4n 
bis, Eepckt on the Frinces and Ohipfs of Guzerat ' designate Ahxnodniiggur as a Futta,’* 
or Ibudal gTaiit by a superior Chief to his Tassah 

1) Mirui to as Governor of Bombay dated 123th Febriiary. ^ 
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they are almoet entirely iadependeiifc of that Government/Ahmeds 
riuggixr, Mourassa, and Byer^ yielding a revenue of Bupees 30,000: The 
Chief of Ahmednuggur was always; rather a rival than a support to the 
head of the family, and the Motirassa Chiefs with most of the Piittawuts, 
established their iadependence during the long minority of the Bajab.^^ 

12. On Gumbur Singes accession eircmnstances peculiarly favoured 
encroachments against the parent State. Sugram Sing had three bro¬ 
thers,* who were dissatisfied in consequence of no provision having been 
assigned for their support, and to which within reasonable limits they 
were, according to Rajpoot usage, undoubtedly entitled. Being suspected 
of a design against Gumbur Singes life,t they were es:pelled from Bdiir 
by the Sirdars and Piittawuts of the State, and sought an asylum at 
Ahrnednnggur. Here, coalescing together to extort a provision fronft 
thdr nephew, and aided by Sugram Sing, one brother,Zalam Sing, partly 
by force and partly by concession, established^ himself at Mourassa, and 
another brother, Ameer Sing, in like manneiv^obtained Byer. These 
acquisitions, hoxvever, were not made without a long contest betweeii 
Gumbur Sing and his uncles, or without frequent attempts on the part of 
the former to recover them. Finally, bowever, a reconciliation was effected 
on terms very disadvantageous to Gumbur Sing, and the Edur prin¬ 
cipality has ever since been separated into four divisions/Edur/ 
Ahmednuggur, Mdurassa, and Byer/andit will readily be imagined why 
the Chiefs of Mourassa and Byer have always made common cause with 


♦ Zalum Sing, Ameer Sing, ludur Sing. 

t Captain JK.'eily states, ^‘at the instigatioti of Sugram Sing they conspired againat 
the life of itheir nephew. They were detected on the information of a slave-girl, and were 
expelled from Ednfr”—(Rexmrfc dated 9th September 1843.) 

X Captain Lang, in his letter of the 2()th June 18^15, observes i—“ The great'^gi'andfather 
of the jjreaent Chief of Edur beatovved Ahmednuggur on his second eon as a proyiaiews 
and Moiira8.9a and Byer were only wrested from the parent State during the infancy of 
the father of the,/present Chief by two of his uncles with the aid of Ahpiednuggur, and 
have since been incorjirorated with it owing to the Mourassa Chief’s widow having boon 
allowed to adopt a son from the Ahmodnuggnr family. Sir K. Arbnthnot, in his Keport 
dated 10th December 1839, states, the town of Ahmednnggttr, withan allowaace of iEupees 
32,000, wae assigned to Sugram Sing, who continued to reside at Edur up to the time of 
his father’s death. Disturbances occurred on that event, and it was supposed that Sugram 
Sing and his brothers intended td niurder their nephew and seize Edur. They were ex¬ 
pelled, and retired to Ahmednuggur, from which place, taking advantage of Gumbur 
Sing's minority, Zalum Sing seized Mourassa and A rneer Sing Byer.” 




■ AHMDNUaOTE tVCCESS-tOn. ' 2*U, 

Almedmiggur against the parent Stale, Edur. Henee a wry intimate 
eonneotiou existed between the three brothers, so much so,4lu^t^^ w 
Siigram Sing died, Zalum Sing assumed the gnardiaiiship of hi$ son, 
Kurn Sing, and, on his arriving at naanhood, placed him in charge of 
Ahmediiuggur.’^ 

13, The third brother, Inclur Sing, who was born blind, did not 
succeed in obtaining a separate settlement ! he returned to Edur, and 
received, in the first instance, the village of Wussye for his support, 
which was afterwards exchanged for that of Soor and three other villages. 
At a later period the Edur share of the Ghorewarra Putta was made over 
to him, which caused the Thakoor of Ghorewarra to go out into Bharwuttya, 
and this again led to the Edur share of the putta being exchanged for 
the village of Jamleearee. His family, consisting of four sons,t are still 
dependent on the parent State; but their income does not exceed three 
or four thpiisandj rupees per annum, with which they are much dissatis¬ 
fied. In fact, about the time of Tukt Singes transfer to Jodhpore, the 
two youngest were about to become Bharwuttya, but desisted from their 
intention under tlie hope and expectation of obtaining a suitable settle¬ 
ment, Notwithstanding their poverty, they are entitled tp the distinc¬ 
tion of being called ^^Maharajah/^ They have always rather sided with 
Ahmednuggur than with Edur, and when Tukt Sing became the Sovereign 
of . Marwar, Humeer Sing accepted service frona the Ahmednuggur 
Durbar, which has increased the distrust formerly entertained by the Edur 
Authorities against the family, 

14. Sugram Sing, Chief of Ahmednuggur, died in A. o. 1798,§ 
and was succeeded by his eldest son, Kuril Sing, who at the time of his 
father's death was only 11 years of age. His uncle, Zalum Sing, con¬ 
stituted himself his guardian, and, obtaining by his influence the aid 
of the Mahrattas, enabled him to resist the efforts made by Gumbur 


Captain Keily’s Eoport on the Princes anti Chiefs of Onzerstfc, dated 9th September 
ISiSv" ■ 

t Humeer Sing, Nar Sing, Sirdar Sing, and Bhoem Sing. 

% Captain Keily's Eeport on the Prinoes aiid Chiefs of Guzerat, dated 9th September 
1843. 

§ Captain Keily’s Eeport on the Prinoes and Chiefs of Guzerat, dated 9th September 
184$, ' ■ • ■ 





Sing*, during Lis minority^ to bring Ahmedhuggur under subjectioni 

of the parent State. Kurn Sing died in a, d.18S6j leaving two sqbs, 
Prithee Sing and Tukt Sing, the present Sovereign of Marwar. The 
former succeeded to the Chiefsliip^ but died in a. d. 1839, leaving one 
of his widows encienie. Tiikt Sing became the Chief of Ahmed- 

nuggur, but was superseded de jure by the birth, a few months after¬ 
wards, of a posthumous son,*^ who was recognized by Government 
as heir to his father, Tukt Sing being declared regent and guardianf 
during his minority. This infant, however, dying in a. b. 1841, Tukt 
Sing, as next of kin, became the de facto as well as de jure Chief of 
Ahmednuggur, and was duly recognized as suCh by the British Govern¬ 
ment in that capacity up to the period of his removal to Jodhpore. 

15. Having thus given a brief account of the Ahmednuggur 
lirancU of the family, I turn to that of Mourassa. In Sumbut 1863, 
A, B. 1806-7, Zalam Sing, having accompanied a Gaekwar Force, sent 
against the powerful Cooly Chief of Amleeara, who had rebelled, 
killed daring the operations against that place. Being childless, Moii- 
rassa ought, according to custom, to have reverted to Edur as a lapse 
on failure of heirs. The case, however, was peculiar. The deceased Chief 
had just lost his life in the service of the Gaekwar Government, and his 
widow. Ranee Chuoi'eejee, was permitted to adopt Purtab Sing, the second 
son of Sugram Sing, and a younger brother of Kurn Sing, the Chief 
of Ahmednuggur, the ceremonies of adoption being performed and the 
Idiillut of investiture conferred by an officer named Bapoo Kashee'^ 
on the part of His Highness the Gaekwar as Lord Paramount. The 
allowing of this adoption was a great hardship on the Chief of Edur, 
whose minority, however, favoured the arrangement. Nevertheless, it was 
strenuously contested by Gumbur Sing, who maintained^ that Zulum 
Sing had only a life interest in Mourassa, and that that. estate now 
reverted to him as Patwee, or head of the family. At first his remonstrance 


Bom on tho 23rd May 1840 and diod on tlio 23rd September ISai.—Fide Mr. Malet’a ' 
letter dated fcii© 17th June 1840. 

t Chief Secretary Beid’s letter to the Besident at' Baroda, dated Slst August 1840. 

X The Chief of Edur further asserted that the practice of adoption was not anow** 
ablCj or, at all events, that, if allowed, he, as Patw$ei ought to have been consulted. 







appears to Imve for in Sumbiit 1872^ or a. b, 1815-16, 

eight years after Zalum Singes death, the adoption of Purtab Sing was 
annulled; and orders aotiially issued for the restoration pf Mourassa, 
Byer, ami Meghurj to Gambur Sing on payment of a large nuzznrana 

16. In the following year the Britisii Government by right of 
conquest succeeded to all the rights and possessions of the Pei^hWiU in 
Giizerat^ and in these were included a half share of Moiirassa and Byer, 
# Oar local officers ascertained that Punab Sing was about to resort to 
Bharwuttya to recover p^^pession of Mourassa, which had been seques¬ 
tered by the Qaekwar. To preserve the peace of the coiintiy thus threa- 
' tened, the'Government interfered, and the question of Partab Sing’^s 
adoption having been referred to the Shasters and declared legal; orders 
were obtained, through the intervention of the Resident* at Baroda and 
Colleotor of Ahmedabad, from the Gaekwar confirming the adoption, 
and directing that he should be reinstated in his rights. This occurred 
in Sumbut 1878, or a, b. 1818-19; but before Purtab Sing could reach 
Mourassa he died, and the place devolved in consequence to his elder 
brother, Kuril Sing, Chief of Ahmednaggiir. Maharaj Maun Sing of 
Jodhpore is stated also to have declaredf in favour of the legality of 
Pnrfcab Singes adoption, which was likewise acknowledged by Kuril Sing 
in a letter^ addressed to Zalum Singes widow, dated the 5th Bhadur Sood 
Sumhut 1864, a. b. 26th August 1808. I shall hereafter have occasion 
again to refer to Purtab Singes adoption, as it is much relied on by 
the Political Authorities^ in Marwar in support of Tukt Singes claim 
to be permitted to retain Ahmedniiggur by the same process. 

17. On the death of Prithee Sing, on the 6th December 1889, 
a discussion fortunately occurred, which elicited much valuable inform¬ 
ation bearing upon the present dispute, which, from having been 


^ Ml'. Daiilop’s (Oollecfcor of Ahmedabad) Report dated Juno 1818, Colonel Ballaiitino’s 
Boport dated the etU Soptombor 1824, and Captain hang’s letter dated July 1840, 

t Fidie Appendix; B. to Mr. Greathod’s Report dated the 24th October ISIS. : 

J This will be found in Appendix B., No. 6, of the Report above quoted. 

§ Viile Mw Greathed’s Report dated 24th October 1845, and Colonel Sutherlands^ 
Reportspas-sm. / ■ 
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recorded before it eominenced,* is free from the suspicion of having been, 
colonred to suit the views of either party. This discussion originated 
in a claim advanced by the Collector of Ahttiedabad, founded on the 
oiroumstanoe of the adopted line in Mourassa having become extirict 
to the Marwaree share of Monraasaj which, he contended, reverted as 
a lapse to the British Government as Lord Paramount. This claim was 
strenuously resisted by Captaiu Lang on behalf of the Ahriiednuggur 
family. The disoussion, of course, terminated on the birth of Prithee 
Singes posthumous son, hut was renewed hy the Collector on his death ; 
and, after considerable correspondence, Government, though it admitted 
the question, was not altogether free from dohbt, waived its claim, and 
decidedt that Tukt Sing shonld he permitted to retain the Marwaree 
share of Mourassa in conjunction with Ahmednuggur. The correspon¬ 
dence on the subject will hereafter be again referred to. 

18. This seems a convenient place to notice a circumstance of 
great importance connected with the present dispute, which appears to 
have entirely escaped the. observation of our Political Officers in Mar- 
war, and to have only been very slightly dwelt upon by those of Guzerat. 
I refer to the fact that both the litigant parties in this case are tribu¬ 
tary Chiefs either to the Gaekwar or British Government. In the sequel 
I shall show that this fact alone is entirely destructive of Tukt Sing's 
claim to retain Ahmednuggur in virtue of the alleged adoption of his 
eldest son. 

19. When, as I have before stated, Abhee Sing abandoned Guzerat 
for the defence of his capital in Marwar against the Mahrattas, his two 
brothers, after the expulsion of his Deputy, managed to maintain posses¬ 
sion of Ednr and its dependencies, Ahmednuggur, Mourassa, Hursole, 
and Byer, Prom a. d. 1735 to 1755 , during which the province of 
Guzerat was conquered by the combined forces of the Peishwa ahd the 
Gaekwar, thesq Princes, valorously maintained an incessant stroggle for 
their independence, but were finally compelled to succumb to the superior 

«= Tho claim was first advanced iii Bccomber 3839 ^ Governniont finally decided 
against the Colloctov in June and the iirosent disputo coinmoneed in Oofcolrer 

f Fide Captain Lang’s .Keporfcs dated the 28fcb. January 1840, 2nd Jnly 1842, and I8th 
Doceniber 1843, and for the linal deoiaioii of Govenimont, Mi*. Oliiof »Soorefcary Eeid’a 
letter dated is t Juno 1843* 
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■ power of tboir ridyeraafy. By an Agreement entered into at, Poona; 
between the Peisiiwa (Rugoonath) and the Gaek^yar, the Edur ‘Territory 
was partitioned'h'otween them, and in this manner each oMained a 
moiety of tlie villages of Monrassay Byer, and Hiirsole ; tire Ktlsba 
hhief towns of the district, being equally divided. A different policy 
tvaSj however, pursued by each party towards the conquered, Tho 
Pei.sbwa: at once took posses,sion of his share, and stationed Than pahs, in 
the chief towns for the maintonance of his airthority. The Gaekwar, 
on" the other hiind, abandoning tbe territorial claim, permitted the Edur 
Chief to retain his share, subject to the payment of an annual peisherob, 
or tribute. 'This, in. the first instance, fluctuated in amount, but in ai. .ib, 
1813 the amount was fixed in perpetuity under the guarantee and 
through the mediation of the British Government at Rupees 24,00^'^ 
annually. Deducting, however, Seerpao, or present made on payment of 
this tribute, and pome other petty remissions, the net amount received 
by tbe Gaekwar is reduced to Rupees 31,866, of which one-fourth is 
paid by the Rajah and the remaining three-fourths by his Puttawuts^ or; 
feudal Chiefs. The present revenuef of Edur falls somethuig-^ short of 


C(vpta.ui KgIIj states it wa^ iirst miGocl to tiiis ariroant iu 1802 in fsoiisirleratioTi ot 
ail] ajbrded to the 6aok\yap against the Fahlnnpore States*—Report fiatcfi Of h 

^eptoiviboi? The Mahrattaa liacl previously obtained a cession of a luqiety of fclie 
Edup Itovehnes frojri Sbeo Sing, who was unable to resist a large force wlticb invad 
IMur under Damojeo Row Shop Sing died in a. d. 1791/ 

t Captam Kedy in his Report of the 9th SeptenibcivlBd? gives a higher 

The rovOinies of‘Ediir;’observes this OihcGiV “ amoiinfc to about Rupoes. 4^10,()0(), exo^ 

of its dopeniloiiciciSyAhmodunggar and Mou but the Rajah’s slia-re does not amount 
to more than. Ruyiees 1,00,000 to l,00j000» The , rqmaiuder is allotted to Chiefs wlio hold of 
laiii nrider tlie Rajpoot desigiiation of Futtawut on oondition of military sej-vice and a 
Email pocuiuarj x’^iyOmut, Besides these Chiefs, eight in ruimbor, who are all Rahtorer? 
Hke the Rajah/whose an costers accompanied his from Jodhpore, thero are botwooti 20 
and 50 PikttawTds of the Raos of Pole, who hold lands of the .Clajah originally .pu temwe 
of military service, which is now commuted into an annual tribute payable to the Rajah. 
Those Cluofa are of the Rajpoot and Cooly sects.” 

The ,Fron’'bl 0 Hr. Elphinstone gives the following ostimate of the iresourees of those 

places In his Minute before qhoted, dated the 28th \ 


Edur' 

AhmnduugsnEr 

Mourassa 


Mevenue* 

i,7ihl>00’ 

50,000 

50,000 


Tnbute. 

24001 

40 OX 

b50X 


Armsd Adfm'onf^ 

<5.000 

. 1,600 
2,500 : 


Moutmsa consists.^ , besides the town of that name; of the yillages Of Galatanrl Wunyaad 
of which the British Uovin’umeut possess a sbare of the annual value of Rdpees 4,005, 
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;i laid) of rupees atiinmUy; tlmt of: Abtnednuggur does not, 
lliipeOs 40,000 per atiTurm, of whioli Bupces 8^953 is paid as tribute, 
•indusiv'e.of that wliieb is due from Mourassa and Byer. Thtfse.two last 
named places were inclirded in the Peishwa’s share of Guzerafc under 
the Partitioit Treaty entered into in ,a. n. 1755. The Gatskvvar, therefore, ’ 
bad no claim to levy tribute froni and Byer, bat the Peishwa 

having* * farmed his share of Guzerat to the Gaekwar, lie during the, lease 
'established a claim to tribute, or father usurped the night tO dp, so; 
and tvlieii we succeeded to the Peisliwa’s Territories, our autboritigS' 
o verlooked the above engagement, and recognized this unjust claim before 
the usurpation wasdetected; and although it was subsequcutly cbaliehged, 
it was wisely held that we are in good faith,now bound to continue 
'.pigment,of .this tribute, , y 

30 . ■ It has; already been stated (paragraph Sing, 

one of the sons of Sheo Sin’|, established himself at ByOi*. This Chief ■ 
died in Sumhut 1379, a. d. 1823, leaving no son, but two dangbtei*s. 
On this event the reversion of Byer was claimed both by hdur ahd 
Ahmednuggnr; by the former, because it originally formed part of the 
Edur State, and ought, therefore, on failure of heirs, to rCvert to it 
Os 'a lapse; by the latter, because it was not granted as a maintenance, 
but had been obtained by conquest., This dispute was investigated by 
Cur Political Agent in the Mahec Kan&,and in Sumbut 1883, A. n. 1827, 
an x\greement* was concluded settling all the disputes theii existing 
botween Edur and Alimednaggur. By this EcTur relinqnished all claim 
tp Mourassa, which was to be exclusively enjoyed by Ahmednoggur, andj| 
Byer was to be divided betvreen them in the proportion of two-thirdS'to 
Edur ahd onC-tbird to Ahmednuggiir ; the parties at tlic same time ,■ 
consenting to defray the marriag'a expehses of Ameer Sing's two daugh¬ 
ters and to grant an annual allowance to their , mother. lu reality,, 
however, this .settlement was never carried into.'effect, and in 1833 Ameer 

in whom also is vosteU tho entire oivil ani criminal jurisdiotioix. TIio , Rajah, however, 
icollocts direct.his share of the retonue, and this has boon a opnatant sonreC ol nistnrb" 

: ancoi—tids also Collector FawoeWs letter datefl the 2lst Jane', 184S!,,and ,Mr. Uhie. 

S'oerotary VVillongliby’s Saminary dated the 21at February 181.1. , * ' 

• Ftde Captain tiang's Ibt'tor Vlatocl tho 6tb Febraary 1811, to which copy oHhie 
Thif^gemont is appoiided. ' On the part of, AhmechiuEgw it was w«ned by itajah hum 
Shis'aad his two sons, Prithee Sing and Tnkt,Slug'. . , 
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Stag's widow TVTOte over the whole of Byei’ to the Efijab of Eclar on the 
sole condition that he 'woiUd support her daughters. lu the meantime 
one daughter died, and as the .Raj.ih of Edur did not perform his part of 
the coiitraet,'the widow with the surviving daughter proceeded to Ahmcd- 
nnggiir and wrote over the estate on the same, conditions to tJie Rajah 
df that place. The widow then died, and the possession of B/er being 
again' contested by Edur and Ahmedtiuggur, the estate was in 1837 
sequestered* by the British'Government, since which the produce of 
the Marwaree share, averaging about Rupees 5,0001* per annum, has 
been paid to Bhaee Phudjee, the daughter of Ameer Sing, and will 
coatiiiue to be paid to her duriug her life-time. 

21. Neither the Mourassa nor Byer Chiefs having left male issue, 
the posse.ssioii of these places still continued to be disputed by the Edur 
and ‘ Ahmed.iiuggur Chiefs up to the present day,— Edur asserting her 
right to theta as a lapse to the parent State, and Ahmednuggur partly in 
virtue of an adoption by the widow of the Mourassa Chief of A member, 
of the family to be bereafterf noticed, and partly as having with its 
aid been wrested by force from Edur. § The daughter of Ameer Siug, 
Bhaee Phudjee, has likewise preferred her claim to dispose of Byer as 
she pleases ; hut. by the customs of Rajahs tbeu this claim is inadmissible, 
since, aceprdiug to Rajpoot usage, a lemale cannot succeed to an estate in 
her own. right. The Rana of Oodeypore and the Rajah of Pertabghur 
■have both decided in favour of the claim of the Raiah of Edin' as 









, V? ViJliolo Aliniekvt?^|^^^^|>rindpiilil'^^. ^[;o!4^ tl|C iibove evieirt* 

;;!/r^',, ^'fhefc>e liWoi\<ni ;>l;e'M‘jes^ irnfjerlb^^t aw iLej^ are^^'will _ faiiilitato 

_'‘(;T;;liJic;!:tlcfoa^^^^ they are diiody eoaipiled frpx\i iiiforBnia* 

'''.t'‘ tion previous to the ^.x^uuneneCYiient of t.lusi 'di^pKjte. 1:4 

ho\vever;,.tliey are confirmedhy iafonnaiio^i wlri«h'ha$) 
hy'Tukl himself. I)i Lis first klu}re(;ta“’^’ he slates r*— 
died cliildlesi% Annaud Sing’ had one son, nna^ed SLeo'Sing^ 
fivesoi'is, h^*'/. Bliowauee Sing; 2n(!, Siigran:L Sing*; r)r/?,''12^alu’n^ 
■|j'' -Sdi'fgy Arnoev Sing* Indur Sing* The present Chief of Edur h 
gnmlsoh ol liliowanee Sing, Tho seooud sod^ Sugram Sing, had tw.O 
‘ Kiirti Sing; and Purtah Sing, and the former siiceeoded-to "Ahmotl- 

; hngguv* The third son, Zahnii Sing, settled at 'Mourassa, and ha^;^,^}g 
'.;0'"'ho b’on, adopted rart-ah Sing* lienee in the course of time iCnrn Sing 
’.. boearue Chief of three places, Ah meduuggnr, Mourasj^sa, and Byer. lie 
t \ had two scan, Prithoo Sing and myself?^ The accuracy of Captain 
I tang’s account of the mode in which Edur hecanio separated front 
Ahmedniiggiir is likewise confirmed,t oxce]>t that ho datcb the e?ent 
a IW years onrller, Slico Sing, iho son of Annmul Sing, conferred 
the Perg’iinnnh of Ahmodiuiggur on his j?.fteorid son, Sugram Sbg, my, 
grcat-gTaudfatlier; in Sumbut 1830, a, d. 1773-74, seventeen years befone 
lus death/’ Ho adchs however, tliat '^^each of S!ieo Sing’s sons es:erois<.5il 
soYorojguty in his own dominions according to his judgment and 
unfettered discretion, each being indopondera of the other/’’ 

23* I now proceed to notice the cireiimstances imder which; con^ 

' trary to general oxpoelation, and,; as it app>cars to me, contrary to the 
laws and cuBtoms of Rajasthan, Thkt Singy the laic Chief of Ahmed.. 
Tnig\gur, became, by eleciioii and aclqp^^ Sovereign of Marwai:, in/ 
saporscssiori of Jowan Sing, tlic ptoaeni Chief of Edur, ^ 

^4* Malta Singy IVIaharajuli of Jodhpore, died on the 5fch Sept.cm;« 


her 1843 :;:1: 


ho had no surviving 


issue, 


and neglected, according: to 


Mil'} Cr},pi/art Ludlow’s loLtoi dated llio 13Ui December ISstL : 

t Ring’’s second klmroota df3/te«.l tlio Gth October Id*!.?, Ai^pondiK XL to Mr', 
Grecit]iet.rB lloport dfilcd fcho 24th Ootobor 1845, . . ’ V ’ 

J Car4.ain Lwdkn/B klto oi’UihulatOi 
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■■ ■ Colonel Tod, the first daty of a Rajpoot Prince, to notainaite his sueces- 
tf;; 'sov, TliC' oliai’actev*' of 'the .(ieceaseS Sovereign sivfficieutly accoiinta for 
;■ /'the omissioa. During his long reign he was more than Once subject! 
. .to mental despondeiioy, bordering on insanity. He neglected' the afFfe 
of GoyerDiwiit, iiud finally became ,a religious recluse, or devotee. The' 
death of lijs only son, Chuttur Sing, in 1817-18, aggravated hiS di^fiascj 
> and his mind' never recovered from the effects produced by that bereave¬ 
ment..,/Powards the close of his reign his insanity was manifested in 
various wMys. In June 3843 he abandoned his capital, and to the 
great embarrassment of the British Government virtually abdicated his 
... Gavernment.' On this occasion our, Agent in Rajpootfina was informed 
by Mr'. ,'Secretary Thomason, in a letter dated the 23rd June 3848, 
that “the Governor General ha's long eonre to the Coneliision 
insanity jxlono could be the cause of the Maharajab^s strange conduct, 
and since Ilis' Highness avows that he has come to the, same conclusion' 
himself, it is to he hoped that the Thakoors will at once proceed on 
that'supposition to place his nghtful hek on the (fttddee and provide 
for the. administration of affairs, during the minority; every proper 
provision being made for the maintenance of the insane Maharajah 
in all the respectability and comfort he can bo induced to accept.” 


* a^io following oxkttots from Oohml Tod’s ylitnaZs of Rajasttian, Vol. I'l., page 150, 
apo illH strati VO of the peculiar oliaractor of Maun Sinf?;-— 


Thb losh! of Ooonatti appeared to affect the reason of Enjah Maun, He shut hiniscE* 
,np ill his apartments, refused to conimun.icabe with any one, and soon omitted every 
whether political or roli^jlous, until ho was at length recomniendod to name his only 
'ikon,‘ Chnfctiir Sing, as'his suroossor. To this he acoedod, and with his own hand made th*o ■ 
mark pf inan^piration on his ferohoad, B\\b youth tuid base panders to his desires 
sqduood him from Ids duties, lino ho died.” 


**Th 9 promatiire death of his only son, boforo'he had attained the years of in^yority, 
still more alionated the mind of the Eajah Maun from all State ailairs, and his suspicions . 
of tmuihorous ntfcempis on hi$ person, extended, even to his wifo. He refused all food, 
oxobpt ihai which brought by ono faithful meniah Ho neglected his ablutions* 
allowed hia tkco to bo. oovored with hair, mid at length either wa}:>' or affected to ho 
insane. He spoke to no ono, and listened with tho apathy of an idiot to the coimnnnicatioxus 
of tlio Ministors, who were compelled to cany on tho Goterntnont, By rnarty it ia .Rmly 
hiollev'od the part he thus aoiod was feigned to escape Iho snares laid for his life^ while 
others thinl> that it Was a melancholy mania, arising from romorso at haTiug consented 
to !mprdor of Jnduraj, which hioidont{iH,y involvod tJmt of the jpiddeo.” For further 
pattiCiilars of the life and character of Mann Ring, 1 would refer to OolonorSnthoriand’e 
' interesting a'ncl able oj Ihc JUtations snhsUt'mj leime&n Uic Bnti$h UovckinmC of 

, Irniia (ml Native S^«iri^,,pubUshod at,Oaloutttt in 1S37, p, 












was’/.cttfi^este§.';uy,' fcue E%aurf,T^i!;®d,ttf ';■.; 

^tiie •, ,Gettca'!6^ielEti''!rabte] .ann,«xect^^|iS‘'''ii^3 ,' 

^'jJifea!bV''ilie Jodliporc , line'having' ■ib^QcWfli'extinct "oii' 

.^Sitig. an-d the lattei?'■■not /ham&’fxiSopt^'' a"'9ufe06ssori'''ib,war^'i^S&; 

*5' . ■■■ ■■;■' ■■■■‘'■ ■, . ''i ■ ;/■■' 

;:^iCMe.f of Edar, aslid: repi*eeentoiiv^''nr.a'^;BeniOT hmncli^ 
pi'c-fei’iible: right to ■’pnc'ceed.than ,TAt SLig, 

■^^'ii^^pnior branch.^f: Jo-iyan^ Sing^ in 'laiei, was 

ought, according io Hindoo Law and cn^ota^^|' 
l^'^lis anberitatice. ■ He.verfchelfe 3 sj.liis ppx>onent, ■■Takt 

daj-s after Mhun Sin^s dea&,tnnairimo*iiely eteted'by .tho / 

'■'f{^iESirdars’'ol' Jodhpow ai'their iSdvereigbj'and he^jsas '.' 

invited- ta"hripg wiLh ■■hiin his eldest son as heir 

'- ' ; h;V; ".■ . , ■ '-, ■■■■“’■ ' 

:':26. \'I ’snail*-^jciow show- how. this. iinloofed*fdjr;i;k5^®^|t^®|Pji|^^® 
'''pT>ou|i^^^iBipg with a brief allusion to 

when Mann' Sing was still alive^fer 
, J^^^^^ctession. Captain Ludlow, the jPoliti'(^' 

, nil the affairs of that State genferajily,^t®^‘3^^'.,tt^^^^M^ 

ShS!(Vas under a-u impression that the Britisli*-!'"boVerHineit'',i^SyM 
tlift'fenddee of Mar war "a child'of three ye& of ■'fl'.a«i!i''(iM MTOM 


Jl^:;,.4f!.,.'C(>uree, "fukt , Si.ng’s son, and it is not difficult to iMgeeiydi^hy'"!!^' 
;-';j!fas-now for the first time thought of, for _we learn fromthe'eatn^-j^^OI^ 
■ ;!0i'atV in the mouth of Febnvaiy 184-3 an. Agent had amved-’a'fc: .jTpdljp 
.• ■ppjrer deputed by Tiikt, Sing, to endeavour to .prevail over, , the 
^felaim to the G-iiddee of the Chief of Edur, who obtained'an intfeftm'^ 
Maun Sing, and was well received by the Mahm-ajah. ';''0h:;ih| 


' iBotk aye’^sooMtlod from the Jodlipore fanaily in tho fourth geaM5ittDi>' 

is descchdeil from''ayouii4^ei’beotj!f;^y.HjH,3^1^^ 


■• ,''-■' '■ 'ii ‘■■i iw. 

- rl -' '. l - r ' '^y ' .' ’ I ' J ' d'‘l jf ' 

teJillsSi-w 



^ suceesgaif. 

ijoys who ■’ha<l .lived m^'Cpmparati^^ij^^sc^||^^^ 
of,'A'uniiiid Srag^^ son dt*'wu] 
brother'of t]\e fatnous^Juswaiit'S:m whdi^^^jl^ii' 

.Frota this lie,implied that' Maim Sieg ■iueaiit.''t^i 
boys:''Enight. "be adopted^ though up to that :time;.h;e,^ 

T'^Q^t of mceemion veHeci inMi^s Ikh&r famih/^ Qu a later' 

''v.''i '^iMpliOwever^orin Maxxh 184:2,,.Maim Sing'informedoul^^Agenfc,■Ca|)to^^^ r' 

' , Lud|d^^t, mccmion lav in the Jmm of Eiiwpf ..and in a khu- 

to the ’ Goveinior ' Qonerab the Msdiarajali actually, ‘ 
abdication favour of a descendant off Jw home of ■ 

^^|i/:;'''Colonel Sutherland had never. heard:-of the;' ■: ■'-■ 
f'^rv';' tli^xliild of three years of age belonging to the house of ; .s?; 

that the idea had merely, been started 

frighten,'ns witii'the prospect of a long rai.nority/*' ' Thp quertidn'of' '■ '■;"'.v,'''A’ 
2|saectisrio'h,was's{iortly aftenvardg agaui raised by the 0!jj;trao;r^diy,,',[ “ ’ ■:'ff\ 

^ ,i',^l^eedrftgs 'of Maun ■ Sing*/ amounting, to insanity, alluded-tb,iii;,;f^b' 24th ■ '’ ' 

IVTi.'ii-it-f-iSi • <i»-^rl a xtfcimr ' a.ro'tiic.t'i 




■■ '^C'. 


'& Minute; and a Eeport§ 

that the SaJeA of Miur is nearer of kin. to '., , ^ 

' ^'' 'yik-}^'^0i^f:-ihan.. ihjs descendants of Amund ' Simjf and which, 'wHcd'' 


; was ■ drawn,, up /-b^, Captui ii 




jpE'^^.it to G6:v^ Colonel Sutherland remai'keddl contained - 

■ • '■ .■■ . ■' ' ■ ■■■ "' 
--- ■ - ■ " ■'■ ■ ' ■ kX/r:: 




i'’.' '-i . ) Secretary.ThotiAaSiQji’M letter to Goloael Sufclierlatifl dafceU'.t-he 29tlv 18455, 

■ t .letter.dp,ted tho 2GtU March'1U13., . ■■ ■■■ ■ 


‘>■'1 ^,4: 


mi 


X inUied 7iih M{irc^ .', 

_ §^,'Lebter dated, Jane' ^. 

' iiOtrtor dated lytli Juno 1 $43. The tiiibfmafcto was obtedned from TiLftkW Bl^bbut , 


tfiO PHTXlh&Ti T^koor Shoe Nafch of the Nimfy lainily, Kao Ef^jah, '' \ 

otlier/pot^us, and w^fJ-of \ 

'■ coTti^i^nciiik with AlnJjiai^V Guj Sing. 'Tfc'is worthy 'of 

ii'^V.!igte^^o3ku ifr.^nvn«9J5sly^|£ipn'iJiic2ii<jd fts an ‘‘ndop^^od '''i^ ''X"’ -X' ;||: 

wSSifif- 8iS*>4B-lM 


piUi 

iiir 


■.■:^.i^gM'4iiKJ>.--'. ■.;-, 4 'm$M 


■&« 






the;-G4^verarneut 

^^fe|-'i''i' abdicated* i^Q prdyidc,far4^i^t^^|l^^|^^ 

'a^certaia who is iKe legitimate''fi?hcgc^6^^'V6;^^ 
as ' such, not by the . Maharajah ' 

|i®}:-y',4haiig^d his mindj ory at lea^t/to-. haYe 'Dame'e'^ 

the great-bo#^''of the'-Chiefs/^’^ ' Two'ditys'/eR^^^ 
-■i'■■■^/wfe'^'''''^ S.atheriao.d was iaibrmedjt ^^the d^ita 


as-^ich' to 1:io.supported/'" 


^ ,,..1 




From these'cxtnicts it seem’s to mo 
of Maun ' Singes death- -tho. .Governor 
election . and .adoption of h successor 
that; not only. His. Lordship; 

^ I^ttd .; and ' ^IJaptaiii Hudlow, had on several occasiohaf-J 
^ . the , cUiim of -the young Chief of Edur to 

tin, . The Governor General, moreover/ 
hereditary succession in view up to the l^th’()etol70;"||®fj^{pS 
Maun Sing-s deaths for .on thafe'djifo^S^fQ^I 


postpone tiLe sefctlemenfc ,of the Matwa'r. Terf'iini^;. 

q/ the rightful heir” ,Coloaoi,Sufifc^|i'j^'^j^i^^^E 


the claim of Edur, id a 
death. ■“■ Although ' (fie 
-thereto, the Maharajah has unfortunately .died ■wishout i 

’■ ^y- .Maharaaa of Oodcypore'‘of''hlth^/nMfe^^» 

,? v'-'i "-a.'SOU,, and fila'Trtrar lias now no Sovereign. ..'The 


, vaiioog times named three families iuWhich the,H 


of Maharaj- Guj Sing-j %nd, that of the JSdi'Ur latni^^l 







isfeci*,;''. iifesS.-pWisilsi 


-i ’ > ■ 'i.Tf 




tr '5‘V. 











AtfMEONtJGOUE SumEGSIOili 


'■fiS,'] 


orAlimoclnngg'ur. 'No doubt the succession Iks in the liidur IFoitse, ami 
' this the iuformatiou furnished through your letter of the lath June from 
the most'authentic sources at your command wetU /nll^ to CstaMkh, 
The descendants of either house are, except in the important matter of 
right, equal in , our estimation, for it is impossible to say which will 
produce the beet Buler; the oldest of them, the Bdur boy, being, I 
believe. In his 14th year/' 

28. To these strong and repeated recognitions, it maybe added 
that Colonel Tod, who was for many years our Political Agent in 
Eajpootana, invariably advocated the. .Edur Chiefs right to succeed Maun 
:Sing. In allusion to the '‘' foul and monstrous murder* Of the Rajah 
Aject Sing in a. .n. 1750 and the misfortunes in which Marwar became 
involved by that parricidal act," the annalist of Rajasthan feelingly 
predicts the rain of the Rahtore race, unless a scion from the uiiconr 
taminated stem of Edur bo grafted on it,” adding in a note, “the heir 61 
Edur is heir presumptive to the Guddee of Marwar/'f In another place, 
looking forward to Maun Sing’s death, he observes, “ the policy which,, 
such views would suggest is to support the opmon of the vast majority of 
the EahtoreSi and to seize the first opportunity to lend at least our 
sanction to an adoption from the Edur branch of Rah tore blood nob 
only uncontaminated, but heir presumptive to Joday. and exclude tJi (3 
pari-ioidal lino, which will continue to bring misery on the country/’ 

* * * “Jealousy, feuds, and bloodshed will be the consequence, which 

would at once be averted by an adoption from Edur. Were a general Council 
of Rajpoots to be convened in order to adjust the question, nine-tenths 
would decide as proposed.”! 

29. Had the estate in dispute been situated, like Edur, in Gnzerat, 
and not in Marwar, there can be no doubt that the question at issue 
vyould have been decided according to hereditary right. It happens. 


* Vtda panifiTaph. 5 of this Miuiific. 

t il««C4te 'Vol. II., p. IW. ' , , . 

, t nu., 'Vol. II., p. 101. lu ouofchor pldoc (Vol. Q., p. ISO,) tho antJur o.v:cIaims— 
“Then fcho lesuo of Ahlioo Suisr would have utterly poriahcil, irncl thoir ashes mipht 
have boon gimn Lu tlio winds, and no memorial ,of thOni loffc. 'lildur mnat, thpn Imyo 
supplied,an lioir.” ' , , 

2a.'. 















, hWflvqi'j i'imt a diiiereiifc ens!(;om jiroviiUs ift Kajastiinn,,. nnmo'iy, , tUat 
wht!u ;.i Sovereign or Oiiicf dies without issue,' and without ilamin'f a 
■ successor, tho'sueoessioti is determined by the saffrnges of the- Chi'efe, 
" of tlie State .and the choice of thd widow of the deceased Princui, in 
other words, the former elect and the latter adopts a successor, I ahall' 
here, therefore, show under what general rules vacancies are ia- this 
;i V. manner filled up, and prove, what will in the sequel be s§en iS- of 
vital importance, that-the person elected must be adopted, and that, 

, if oleetiou is unaccompanied by adoption by the customs of E-ajastlian, 
the whole transaction becomes invalidated. 

,80. Tim author of the informs,us 

of 'Mey war, like his. Sovereign, never .dies j he disappears to bo regencr.afced, 
Neither , the Crown, nor the greater fiefs are ever without heirs. Adop¬ 
tion is the preservative of honours and titles. The great fiefs, of 
' llajasthan can never become extinct.’”*' In another place the same author 
' states ;t—“ .Adoptions'are often made during the life of the iucumboat 
when withoat, prospect of issue. The Chief and his wife first , agitate 
the subject in private j it is then confitlod to the little Council of tlic, 
'Bclj, and when propinquity and merit unite, they at once petition the 
Prince to confirm their wishes, which are generally acceded to. .So; many 
interests are to be censultccl, that the blind partiality of tho ' Chief'' 
to any. particular object is always couhterpoised by the Eiders of' the 
elan, -who must have a pride in seeiBg a proper Thakoor at their h.ead, 
and w^<? prefer Ike nearest of kin to prevent the disputes which would bo 
attendant on neglect on this point. On sudden lapses tbe wifo is allowed 
the privilege, in conjunetien with those interested in the fief, of -nomi- 
nation, though the ease is seldom left dnpiovidcd for. Therein always 
' , a presumptive heir to. the smallest sub-infeudation of these States. The. 
wife of the deceased is the guardian of the minority of the adoptoVL" 

«51. The ordinary rules of. succession are still more forcibly oxom- 
. plied in the following extracts 4—“ llajah Juggut Sing'- left no issue, logi- 
tim.ute or illegitimate, and no provision had been made for a successor during 


'* AiH'Ak oj iicjao-pK'/n-, Vol. I., p. 190, t ittii., Vot I,, p. I'ez 
' '|7M(2,,VyL,n,, i),37«, 







^S 3 f„-<l)i^"tjw- s«l)jeet of heim presmnj^jHirb in %ijifio 9 t 
S^^ jj^eaa .'of Je;^ore. On tke demiss of rrPrinb^' witj^ 

^||^:;;'bday, Or ikcii of near hndred,'i^eihers 

■ p^eipalitj of l^Varr^lIj^^ 
presuniptiye heirship to flie 

8 ^ A 'of, claimants) laws 'hayo been cstablishodfi^* 

^.'i^^;S|^fo;Hvo'|^hg-'thia right to the Issue'-of 'a' -certain family 'in 

•■ ■'■ -’i, ■ iit Meyirar t.he Elder of. the Ranawut clanst^ styl'^ 

Presumptive'’>'*!ik|jl,-r.^. 


'kii' 


Ibis occasion docs not appeal'/.....^ 

^ -- .- 7 .. Chiefs WllO'wisfaod , tO 666; b’s '';' '' jffMlil 

for, having no sons ofiis own„ or ,the 

i,”^''.'' have possessed - the qualities HedesSary to‘'tje^,'': 

moment such' .^optWn'takes-;, 

' '■.. ;'> late incumbent enqirelecV the .now Loyil,’of"' 'l 

^ :;' ':'|pP^W^t to lbrget he had' any: other ,father ' than him ftM 

■,9^oel^;P'te;^e ciin easily: imagine that- in the present case his ' prh- '• 
pinqu%^^l^f throne wus cbntitiually ■ ;fbr(jed upon^ ■ bisyjecoilocfcio^ ' ' 

[..: : . --by the- contentio^,,,<^f ,his patrioidal brother and their offspring, for tbh-':''y 
^ ciKhion 'Of oxemplifics another featui’e in ^ajpootr^^ti- 

I/';-, ' tutions which cuDhff-fl^-soh (guiltless of all- participation in thp.t^^^^.■■'''' - 

si-‘^5«»sioihl)e«iasb'>a''.\vas identified, with the feudality;"*jSS4.'■■■ t’-SStf 
iwne of midther and a'jhnior brother, at the sanic pei'iodhddptad into' '■'t'"',''; 


• ''ti"'i'^ 




0/ lU\kst?mj, Yoh.Xh^ v,- .li2c. ■, 


? ’ 


.'■ ’W:' 




V-y ■ 




-'> 1 ^ 


I,' " ■ v’.'.l 'viiNv : H 





as to ostablisli tliat'tlie excSti 


l^aiiar Sing for Uieir adoy)liou. Tlii?^ was the'son of 'the 
^^^^.■;:fi^liief ,af Jungmn'igliur/'’ There,'wore nearer , of ki^ 
irid S'tli'decrees, mid ypunff Nahar was in ihe' i:ith.>'''tfe hear&' 


«|rid '8;th'degrees, mid; young Nahar was in the 1 It^',:-' 

to s'liceeed. ^*''Two ■h^,; 


|'„;^nd of'two, who had','sought, service 'abroad, one wnfi...\a"„i4]| |P 
of the Prince, the other a hanger^oii about ,ppulf|^^^!|^ 
p^ied and, unfitted,.as .the frcriige asserted, to be * the_Glui^t^!|i^^ 
the. sons ■ of :.one ■& Much inter;est 

oil for , one-of these'. .The Puttawuts, 


i^<Jcnsed_, hut was ultimately pa( 3 ifted, and 
and invested with the sword by'the hand of the, S6vvreigh^a^^^^ 
^ - ‘ ^'<^w Lord of Deoghur Madaum, one'of .the richest and 

M fiefs of Marwar/^*’^ ' , ■ ' v : ,; r ;■', ' 

At the commencement of t!.\is„ dispute Colonel 

I’ll i*hcinf»/»'f. i:fi f.tia vnino c«nrti»Ar«rtiA.-* -Iv« 


^ ^ ; hi , i'cspect to the .rules of sucoessicnv in liajn^^^ 

with those of Colonel 
‘S'Sneral's Agent raised and disposed of 

'i»8'<l‘iestion;--/’/;-.s^, whether selection amoiigat the Bahtori^''i;1^Im^''MS;''';'l'' 
,0100110115 and sscoWy ii so, what is the .lini.llj of the elective frahciiisj^.?;'f^A.L.v .'i''’'.'"^":^' 
' repKedyt—*;I think that within certain liwitsit.iB elec^^l^"!;; 

■V" ''.Viia't't''' ’" i'itrht of idef'tinn ’ Ini'iiid- tirifli flio ^■nn/^nl Pl.inft. <»»»/} +T.n A»_''‘JAAT' v;''■" ■ '''i!'; 


' '■'<■■ " ■ J’jght of oleetidn ' I.'i}'i ng 


ji;'’jirv'.. 


■, , , ■ ;/*-.'^'’i''’-f'-t'{,,o/ /iqjWWi/Ki, V'ol. I., |i, 192. r Uo,vo.;glvoii the'abOiiJ 0 ;stait^() 8 i^t/J^gt^^’■ 
f U-y :■'[■ '• hecauuc. they hare .all .irtvpiirtant boiirans- on the unotitiOB which iv^iawn oow«.g»d^Vi-ik®|Sl' 
.'.'cobsiuoraaon; wameJy, Tnkt Slug’s right 'to retain AhmBdnlt^«:>ti^i!ar^^.,.WV-.ivijrtA.;.-! 

r"'..’.V , to'J.odhpnre. ' • , ''I 

a 'v-J "i:' 

’, i'l 1-'■Vi.,-' -I-I iv" / \ ■' 'S Mi' 1*1 ‘i5 


s/ ■ ' ' ' " ' i . 

' , ' ' ',’ t rick* letter lia.thoXiOYornxjJiouf 

■■ ■ ' •.. ■ ■..■: ■ ■ ■', ■; ' '■' •■■. , v. ■.. . ■ 

t.v; -fry^. ■■:■■ ■ [■ ■■ -• ■ ■.; -..' ^ ■■.. ■• •■'■ ■ . ... 


■■■iyyyiy ■.■< 


‘ ''"’''I'' 


■rf,* >-^!' ■ ' 






AH'^^KBrniaoUlT. 


31 ;/ 


Jale SbvoreJgny who too^ always codbuH ami ea-0|:»eratc4a thio mxpor^ 

' ,tant matter with his' widow, or widows/^ 'sineejd re^kkr the mmmre cim^ 
.pUtCy. tho-jenw adopt m her .the p&rmn so 'elmted^ 

Cojouol Sutherlatidj however^ dilliOT from Colonel Tod in one respoc<> 
namely, that ,although the pei’‘son oleotod and adopted by the deceased 
:'p:iast bo descended from a common ‘ancestor, he need not, of neoeBsity 
be next of on the contrary, may be^the most remotein proof of 

wdijch he cites an example, which is stated to have receiitly occurred 
in the Eahtoro principality of Kishenghiint 

; 34* K was clearly, also, Colonel Sutherland^ intention, in the first 

'instance, that the customs of Roja8than shoukV bevObserved iii electing,^ 
a successor to Maun Sing, for in a letterf addressed to the Government of 
.India only three.days after the demise of that monareh, he recOra- 
mended that,,on the occasion of adoption or naming fhero 

should be as full an attendance of the Chiefs as could be secured; and 
after referring to,the different candidates, he siiggesteff ^ that the wldm 
With whom the right of adoption lies should be :eiicbm’aged to .tak^ 
to her arms, from the house in whom the rigdit of succession lies^^ 
goh and heir to the throne of Marwar/^ 

85, It was unfortunate, tiherefore, for the Rajah of Edur that 
,,Colonel Sutherland was absent from Jodhpore at the tinie of the eleotion,^ 
for, notwithstanding the vast superiority of his claims, Tukt Sing, the 
Chief of Ahmednuggar and representative of the junior branch of the 
family, prevailed, and in less than two months after the death of Maun 


‘ .1 wotild call particular attontite to tho passage X ha.ve unclorlinod, for .in the 

Snb^cqrtotit corresporulonoo it will bo seen timt Colonel iSufcherland asserts that Tnkfc 
B;ng w?).3 Tj.ot, and iVoiu big? ago,i3oiilcl hot Iiave been, adopted by Maun Sing’s widows! 

t' Tho Itajah 6f Brtttohglvur, a feudal Chief of tlie priridpaHty, was the nearest of kin, 
a,Bd claimed, the succession on behalf of .his son j but tho Ohieth of the State oleotofi,ai:i(:l 
tho widow adopted, the, 4th son ol'tUo 4th brother of tho Fattoiighur4liijah» who wa^j of 
coursoi. ro,nR)vt\B birtUor ffCJin tho throne, aocorditig to our vie\Cs of tho right?: of 
primogCjntf nro> than the ojclost sion of tho iCattehgliur imah. The eloction. and adoption 
wbro cotisidoi^ed perfectly yudd throughout Kajpootaua, and the adopiod chiid'now 
reigns. Tho British Gdv'ornmont chd not hesitate to rooognize^ a Soveroign bo consUfcu- 
tipnulTy ohoseu, fcliough the elootlon and adoption wore irmtlo'withoni reforeucp to iis of 
uecess^ty^ Binco amongst Jiajpoota tho King, or head of tho house, neyor dies* 

‘I Letter dated s%h Septpinbor 331*3* 





^^,1 , _ ■;---- " - \ . .O'; 

^Banoe'of'Eiiitr' ittoraedSately addroseed* QoVie?!dT)aeiif''4i^f^^j^^ 
m®'V'|,’|fk‘fefiSi 5 ioiii:'i&s'"ihe undWbted. ■ of Her son, 

to 6byerninent‘to protect ■ his: 
too iafc'p^^kt’Sing’s Ageiilst bad 

'promoting bi? caiiso.J'V||f~^''^'"’‘^^'-'^ 

In. the begino1i;^;( 
that li-large ^’"deputation was pn its 
j','_ '4;;'tpscoii Tukf".'Sing’s ^ infant'.;‘Soa, or,- as -.somp ' Said, Tiikt 'iS'ij^' 

'litowar. Tiiis 4joitod from;'the:Kane'e a strong protpsti 
®%ife";,;;,';;'.'■ birtb-righfc'''bm!ig so' nneeTemoniausly usurped hy : 

fi'-* ' ;'''..p.Cthe-family^ tho more especially iis, maniy years ugo, a 'ac'frotiifliok'' 

m||i ', entered'into for the adoption of an elder son oi the 

NP'' ''dC'Edur on the death of Mann ' Sing’s only son.” The'ilanpi^^fipi& 
to send-a mission, to J’odlipore to advocate .her ■ soafe'^Hurffl 
ffiOT'lldis was adopted'loo latey^-arf-it retui'Uea.'to E4 ;e^|®P 

pth , November ; 1843. .. Soon after she added threats to her'wpit^fli^B^I 
'i.itpnipnsfcraiices by •. declaringf tlrat .any attemptito^^^ 
al'^a'';'';' '■' V.'fn ' Jodhpore %voald'bring on a ^collision. ''Phej'B.inee, how0yprj'''1l^. i^^|H 
■ '.'^J^'^'iw&cntcd from' resorting.'to violence by the judicious 'coimsold add 

-- 

'^'' '''^ F^c?oKar iGtttB’a dufccid20tJi:a'n.ci .30Ui Saptenfibo»*afid Srd Octo4or 1813*-,. jj. 
al Barocla-E-latte dafed ,tlib .lllih OeLobar.1843* '.. 






All. these represeutations, however, proTeJ'fenitileife'% , 

Si®g'.wa» elected and adopted',Sovereign of Marwar, and;hie 
i ,;'th<ii s^ue tiaie invited to accompany him as lioir appiamit.' It is heite’' 

f ^VTi r*i f .r ■ r-f Vl 1*111 4MI X. -4.*fu ^ ’ ! I * _ 1 . f* 1 Tl ‘ • ■ / l ' •* i -t. k.k * ■ • 


f"'V 
,1 , 


preparing tlio way for a just decision on ^a^'^estioir 
.of,. Ahmednnggur and its dependencies, which mUoii ''"' ■ 
adoption, with all its necessary’OOnseqaenCjBS, '-. 

“ad’thnt Tukl'Slip’s son'should ‘follow his futhia^s,,;,-';' 

^:^;v;tbh;»3th; Soptemlier 1848 Colonel- Sutherland report^,,;-'' 
^:^^:expeptecly;the last declaration of the late Ifeliarajah 
|y:4i idnrassa and Alnnednuggnr House had influented';,4V'''' 
iCpn fixing a successor Irom that 'family,' 

,p.H..,behalf of the ladies of the Kena»hh.:'and'ottiio*' 

State,were abottt-to'bq deppted 
time forwarded a- paper, ooiiici»rr<^'/*'', ■■;!'■'■> 4 il 

dated. ^0 

'r',' 10 ^^ 





suiieeesioa, nnd that'the IEane»‘hM; atj'i't’Kc 
tie. sort of TakS S/ri^ as ilte keir afpateT^ iqf 

•*« f t f T rt f fib n t.!/•» »r^ 4"y\ cuvlii »¥%! ' <1 Tl^ii 




ekctionf toihe vaqaiifc Guddee of 
^J^od.were forwarded'oa the same date to His Highness,jacoomgai^^ 
^®lki|iij#eeta frbm-.the.iPoHticjal Agent ia\dtmg’him to 


ppwd bf iiis son as Sovereign and heir apparent of 
^ 'd4tne: time requested Captain Lang'-to- afford the; 

P^^gGh every ■faciiity in their progress 'to, Jodhpore as 
^K^lr appavont constitutioBiil]y. elected in succession. jfc<> the kfco/Ma|ial;aj'&i 
^.v-S4dauii'iSingv''*:'^ ■ About, this ti^ Tukt Sing announced to Cnpi^n- ■ 

bi?' 




arrival of the Mission froin Jodhpore ami-the reeeipfc .df 

Itef ____. L,Li£JM 


^ JiOttor from Captain Ludlow to OolojioJl SatkerLaid, Agonfcto.the .Gove^ 


iu RiijpooLana. 

m^r' 




t '3'Lo chief portion of bho information coht.aiiiod in this 
a letter. from tlip Bosldont at Bnrpda flate<i tlio 24tli. Octotaeff. IJHti 
The eUctim mt% e/J'Ojption oi' Tukt Bingia aiso cleiirlv ndimttoU by Goto 
hxs lefcC0i* tU'the Government of India.datod tho 2ixd X>ecmnifcer 18^13, 
y two . questions ot‘:..daBeac‘y and diiliciilty lOsieiy to arise out bf; tho 
pjr'Tukt tho soveroignty of Marvrai?i*’. wliich hQ’ entered, 

' and 'aik^tion ■ wo'ro ■ m^do ■ by, idio Cliiel^.' op tUO'-' 


V;'.; v'-V -toeMktui^aJd-h-m couTOuuicattowith htomAmJ^t/to .the 
■/■I'iie dri:fb;,of this lefctoi^ i» td^-ostabiisli ih?Lt Tfukt 
1 , resi>eoiB ■. COTBfcitutional^ tho .moro .o»peoiaUy; ns-ho.;is. ;..of 

y 'iftblivoa/^aniipl'be im^ m'thoye WUo otojmi’hkrn, 

find.Colioiifet.Suttetotldeuim^.-.thp'^iidkption.'^togdfciiar*' ■.";■ ■■' 








AHMtl0KUOGU.R. S1JC03SSSION,,'' ' “s ' ''; ^^4^1,' 

'Mpohh^ ot, Royal note/from the Maharanees cuhptS0 MniymA requesfcecji 
escort of horse for his protection. This request immediately 
complied, and measures adopted to frustrate!! any, attempt on the 
part of Edur to impede his progress. The Maharajah^ leaving’^ Ahmed* 
nuggm ou the morning of the SJOth October, entered his future capital on 
the evening of the 2'9th and immediately afterwards occupied AImm , 
Sing's palace and a,ssumedf* the sovereignty - of Marwar. . Tbis/Glectioii 
and adoption was 'im confirmed by the Governmt^^ .India, 

who, in, ratifying^^^t^^^^^ bbservedj--*^*'Alt^^ Eclur is ad¬ 
mitted to, he the yet the ladies and sirdars having wnanimqvisly 

elected ;from the Ahmedauggur branch, the Governor General iu Council 
is-of opinion that it is not expedient for the British Government to" 
interfere in tho ' 2 

39, This part of the question, therefore, having been finally decided 
by the supreme authority in India, it may be asked, why I have troabled 
tho Board with these details ? Jn repl)^, I beg to state that I have 
BO desire to re-open the question of the successt^^ to tho throne of 
Marwar, for, however unjust the decision must be viewed, as it aliects tlie 
young Chief of Edur, it must, I imagine, be eonsidered final and irrevo¬ 
cable; As already observed, how-ever, these details wiU not be found irre* 
.levant to the qnesti be decided in regard to the disposal of the 

Ah]m.ednuggur Chiefship, which in some measure depends on the fact of 
whether Tukfc Sing was a or not. They also afford us an instruc¬ 

tive lesspo that questions such grave importance ought not to be 
decided with haste and without a knowledge of all the facts necessary 
to arrive at a just conclusion, for I cannot avoid eonourring in Gaptaia 
Lang's opinion,§ that, had all the circumstances of the case been known to 
the Government of India, the Chief of Edur's claims would have received 
its support. At first sight, indeed, it appears unaccountable how those 

♦ Eeport btVenaik n^ow, Captain Lang^a iioad karkoon, depiiteti to acooinpapy iho 
MatarajaE. . . 

t Captain .Ludlow’s letter dated the and Colonel Siitlierlarid’s letter dated tlio 
3Ist. October 184a. 

J Mr. llnde^Secretary Edward’s Iott0f4ated t'he 4tb Novem^ 

Captain Lang’s letter datod SOfch Jane 1$4^, paragraphs to 11, in which the injujilioo 
j^Aidbred by Eduf is wavnily coinmented on 

■■ '■ " 'V .2k""' 








clilittis wQrc, superseded, l^or a long' period t.his Chief had been' recognized* * * § 
as hcii’ presuxHptiv'e to the throne of Marwar hy the Political Aiilho- 
dbies in that Prdvihee and by the Gdvenior General of India np tb the 
very day of Wakt Sing’s election. He had also been naniedf among 
Others by Maharaj Maim Sing as his suecessor, and it will add to our 
stitprise When I make it apparent that hit rival’s election and adoptipnt 
was :carried in, opposition to the rules undeit whiehj aocordihg 

to the best authorities, such election oilght to be regnlated. The 
cifcamsta'hces in which the two candidates were placed, however suffi-' 
ciently, account for what would otherwise be so iacoraprebensible. Tukt 
Sing, an active and intelligent young man of 24 years of age, was able 
to look after his own interests, and by zealous agents deputed to the 
spot was enabled to secure his election. On the other hand, Jowan Sing, 
a minor of 12 years of age, and nnder the guardianship § of the British 
Government, adopted no measures to secure bis rights, in vain reliance 
that the power which had constituted itself his guardian would 
fulfil the obligation always implied in stich a trast. The Edur party 
did, indeed, desire at one time to depute an agent to JodhporO before 
Maun Sing’s death; hut Captain Lang, in ignorance of the discus¬ 
sions which were at that very moment going on regarding the Maha¬ 
rajah’s abdication, unfortunately discouraged this step, j] We cannot 

* paragraphs 26 to 29 of this Minute, Captain Ludlow’s lettevdatoa 13th jiiad 
18f3,'CoIonel Sutherland's letters dated the 4th anti 17tlL June 1848, and Mr. Beqretary 
Thoinason'^fi lottera dated S!0tk May and 14tK October 1843, 

t Tukt Sing kad also been nartied by Maun Sing, but at a period when the monarch 
wuta a copdrmed makko. 

J Th6 fdlJovving from Oapkin .Keily’s Ifepo-vf the Dfch Septemlier 1810, 

Oiuis accounts for th© proforeno© given to Tukt Sing z-' / , : . 

” In 1848 Maun Sing died without issue. This led to numei’ous intrigues, 
tho end lod to the adoption of Tukt Sing, to the ©xolnsion of Eduiv the senior branok of 
the family. PerhhpS the Uhcoeigs^^w^^^ thd Ahbuednuggar . inti’iguos may ^ 

attributed to the supinonGSS of the Edur Durbar, who, tuustiug to tho proto'etion atlbrdted 
by tho attachmbht, may have neglected to use the means necessary to condliato ihoso 

interested in the adoption at Jodl-ipore- ' 

§ I have before mentioned that, on Gum^v Sing’s death, his.estate was, at tho 
Eanee’s reqnest, attached. “ Hence (observes Captain Dang), when the question of tho 
Jodhpore sucGo^sioix commenced, the Bajald*^ atf^rsbeihg directly manag 
Oovernniont, the .Durbar appear to have adivp ted wo moaBiirea to forward their claim, but 
relied on Govpnmient.’’—Xjetter December LbhJ. 

1( Letter dated paragraph H. 
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ktto>T for certaiu the. m<jaM by whioh ; Tiikt Sing succeeded, Ibj.* the 
secrets of the zeiianah arc hid from us. Captain Lang has recordeuS hi§ 
reasons for. bellpving that it was effected by intrigno and bribery j and 
tbeHaneo pf Edur ottributesf it partly to the same Jiause, and partiy to 
the influence pf ope of Maim Singes widows, who is related to Tukt 
Singes mother,—a very probable cause, if such relationship really exists. 
Captain Imdlow^ on the other baud, assigns the following'as the reaspa. 
for the rejection of the Edur Chief:—" An pbjeptiop was raised against tho 
Edur Chief, originating, I believe, in offence conceived by the late Maha- 
raiah acminst that house, in eonseqaence of an attempt having been 


made by the Edur Eajah of the time to become the successor to thp 
QnulAes of Marwar on the demise of the Kpiiwar Chuttnr Sing.^’ It will. 


however, be seen from the extract^ that, although it is very prouawe 
that this pretext-may have been raised by the iiarty iu Tukt Singes 
favour, it is highly improbable that any such feeling existed in 
Maun Sing’s mind, even were such a supposition not contradicted by 
the fact that,, as late as June 1843, the Maharajiih himself named , the 
Edur Chief as his successor. 

30 A. In support of my opinion that Tukt Sing was elected contrary 
to the established customs of Kajpootana, I must now refer back to the 
,29th to SSrd paragraphs of my Minute, wherein it is shown, on the best 
authority, or that of the late and jiresent Agents to the Governor 
General in that nrovince, that the custom of election in default of heirs 


^ Letter dated .20tih Ju4iaW paragraph 9. 

t Lettpr to Oaptam Lang, dated the 30th September 1.843. She makes the satpe 
assertion .ui a letter to tho Bombay Government dated,the 19th May and names tho 
person tdlpdpd to as the‘‘ Biittyanojeo’’widow. 

. + ms Omcer thns desonbea fatlier and sonTukt Bing is represented to be U 
years of age, of inetliiim stature, possessed of good disposition, habits of businoas, and 
loapacity tor the high o0ce which ho has been palled on to fill; added to which advaii" 
fcflges, his personal appearanoo, is stated to leave npthing to desire. Eis son, whom tho 
Mojeos wish to receive as heir apparent, is also reported of in te.rma o.^ approbation^ wph 
the esvcept'ion pply of his being «iimirmtive for a child of aeyon years ot age.; 

»--Lobteivto GolonolSuthejidand dated l^th October 

g Ou the death of Ohuttur Sing in 1817491tbe faction, dreading Kajah 

Maun’e rosumption of the Geyernment, made an applicatian to Edur for ^ son to adopt 
AH'their feoveroign. Bat splendid as was the ofibr, the Bajjah (Gunibar Sing), who had but 
ouo son, rcio<‘.tba It, unless the efemand were sustained by the unanimous sufirages of the 
llnanimifcy being onafctainable, the faction had no alteriudivo save the restoration 

of 3Lyah 
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js foanded on the law of adoption prevailing among the . Hindoos 
generally ; and that, although usage, no doubt founded on political consi¬ 
deration, warrants the rejection of unfit persons, though nearest of kin, 

■ the claiine of propinquity ought not to he disregarded where no cause of 
disqualification exists. In the present case, however, not only have the.se 
cLaitOs been totally disregarded, but a most decided ca.a3e of, disqualifica¬ 
tion exists against the j)artj who has obtained the prefeteiiee. I coftcur 
Avith Colonel Sutherland in his remark,* that in cases of saecession to 
Cliiefships precedents may be quoted for almost everythiDg. I also am 
of Opinion that such cases ought not to be governed strictly and literally 
by the principles of the Hindoo law of adoption. I shall hereafter have 
occasion to refer to soma of the requireraehts of this remarkable law ; 
at present it will be sufficient to observe, in the words of Colonel Suthori 
land, that in cases where the succession is decided by election, “to 
render the election complete, the senior widow has to adopt as her son 
the person so elected.” Under the most liberal interpretation of the 
l<w of adoption, it will scarcely be contended that, under any circum* 
stances, an adult of 24 years of age, himself a parent, cap be deemed 
eligible for adoption. Nevertheless, this is the precise position of Tutt 
Siiig, and my averment, therefore, that he was elected contraryf to the 
customaof Mar war, is proved. 

40. The anomaly of the case has not escaped Colonel Sutherland’s 
notice, but has involved this distinguished Officer in a serious inconsis¬ 
tency and contradiction. In the course of the discussion which followed 

* Letter to the Government of India dated Snd December 1813. The following 
' extract from this lebtcr is of xmporbance 

“ A(|cor(liuig to this view of t>ie question, the olectiou anti of E^jaK Tukfc 

Sing to thp soYoreignty of Manrar is in all respects oonstifcuticnal and it 1ms this morit' 
over most eloctions and adopUms, tiiat Tukt Sing is of a matiar© ago, and tHose cod- 
cernodin this important meaatiro are net, IDre the Kichonghur Authoiities and,tli€^ 
anthonties in most other cases, open tC the reproach of having adopted the youngest 
jaemher of the faiAily in order to secure power to themsolvos during a long minority.^’ 

t Tho following extraGt from Colonel Smtlierlaiid’s letter to the Government of IndiX 
dated the 7tli 8ex>tember 184S, proves that in another respect the election of'.ruk6 Sing 
w?m opposed to the customs of Ei^asthan 

“But it will he for the Ohiefa and peopile, having the right of regiilating stich ques¬ 
tions, to decide whether the forms of adoption shall l)e liad recourse toi or whether, in¬ 
deed, Bitch forms are in aqoordanoe with Hindoo tMs 

effect vfas mt rjivm hy fc decerned hmhandt or whether, in the absence of suclianthurity, 
it remains for them to name the legitimate heir as theii* Sovereign.’^ At the same Hmo he 
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Tukfc Sing’s election^ tbe absurdity of the widow of Maun Sing adopt¬ 
ing, or, itv the words used by Colonel Sutherland, " taking to hor arms," 
a grown-up |nan of 24 years of age, appears to have struck that Officer; 
and in order to get rid of the difficulty, and uiimindM of his .pre¬ 
viously recorded opinions that Tukt Sing, and bis son had been “ consti- 
tutionally elected and adopted,” he has since maxatained that Tukt Sing 
was only elected and not adopted. If this be really the case, I need 
not observe, on Colonel Tod’s and his own showing, Tukt Sing’s election 
to the sovereignty of Marwar becomes absolutely null and void. This 
remarkable denial of Tukt Sing’s adoption will be found in Colonel 
Sutherland’s' letter,* in which he observes:—" Tukt Sing succeeded to the 
sovereigixty of Marwar just before I left Kajpootana. At the time I 
xvas under the impression that bis son, Juswunt Sing, was with him 
for the pxxrpose of being adopted by the widow of Maharaj Maun Sing, 
sime fuU.Bing wn& himself Joo oU to undergo that rite and in a sub¬ 
sequent letter the assertion is repeated,f “the father (TuU Sing) was ' 
ioQ M 

41. It niajr very fairly be inferred that the parties who dected 
Tukt Sing were fully sensible of the anomalous proceeding on their part 
ill totally disregalrding the custom of their own country and State and 
the prindples of the Hindoo law of adoption when they selected for 


rocotrimemdea Government to interfere as little m. possible until those in whom the 
election restfe have failed, or a breach of the peace is likely^ to arise from such failurej or 
Whm em^ or:W/4 pdfbiss aj^peal to mir mocUaUon. Here, it will be observed, the nght of 
appeal by either or both parties was admitted by Colonel Sutherland prenoas to the 
eleption, and I confess I have never been able to understand why wo were oblig-cd to 
thru a deaf par all the appeals and remonstrances of the Edur party anainst the 
injustice they have suffered.” ^ 

^ ^ dated 2nd May 1846. It is worthy of remath that 

Ta1?t Sin^, no doubt aware that the validity of his olection depends upon bis also having 
been adopted, does not himself repudiate his adoption. The position he tahos up, and ou 
wmrffi hb fphnas his right to retain Ahmednugg-ur, is, that an adopted son does not forfeit 
his natu;ral father’s ostatoj which, I need scarcely observe, is directly contrary to the 
Hindoo law of adoption. ‘ 

t Colonel Sutherland’s letter to the Govemmont of India dated the 16th May,1 846 . 
Shoi’tly after Tukt Sing’s election and adoption ” were reported by this Oflioer, ho was 
comi)eIl 6 dby m iieattli to proc 0 Gd to the Capo of Good Hope: The letters frott whioh 
I hero^ quote, denyin# the adoption, were written soon after his return to Eojpootana, 
and it IS only .fair to state that when the first was written Colonel Sntherland had not 
with him all the correspondence which ho,d passed bn the subject. Wlien, however the 
socondletterwasv^tten. all the documents cqnneotod with tho case appatu- tb havo 
' been in.his possession, which renders the contradiction the more inexplioablo; 
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their purpose a person cif urnttire yearS;, avnl tlifirefore ,di«cpialifi for 
adoption ; and it is ejfocedingly probable that, iij order to relieve thera- 
solves in part from the enibarrassroeat in whioh their selection involved 
them, Jakt Sing;’8 son was natned 'beir apparent to the Jodhpore throne. 
Be this, however, as it may, I sball endeavonr hereafter to show that it 
would be a great injustice to jvrevent Tukt Sing to benefit by one /.part 
Of the arrangement and to annul the other, meresly because he considers 
it opposed to the present interest of Ms family: he has gained the hight^r 
prize in a most irregular and unconstitutional manner, and ought cheer¬ 
fully to resign the lesser to his loss fortunate rival, 

i'2. Some apology; may be due for having thus long tarried on the 

threshold of my subject; but the great importance'*^ of the ease irnder di-s- 
eussion is pleaded as my excuse. I shall now proceed , to consider the real 
question at issue, namely, the disposal of the Ahmednuggur Chiefship and 
iti! clependencies. In entering on this question, I must, in the first place, 
express my entire concurrence in the opiniont of the Honftde Court of 
Directors, that, in settling the succession to Ahmednuggar, “ the opinions 
and usages of Guzerat should be constituted as the standard,Of judgment,” 
which I interpret to signify that the question should be decided on the 
principles which usually regulate successions in Guzerat. The Chiefship 
in dispute is situated in Guzerat, and if by the customs of this Province 
the llajah of Edur is entitled to succeed, he should be placed in posses¬ 
sion. It would, indeed, be hard to this Chief if, after having been 
deprived, under the alleged customs of Marwar (though, as shown in 
a preceding paragraph, these have not been followed), of what in Guzerat 
would have been his undoubted and undisputed blrtb-right, he should 
also now be deprived of Ahmednuggur under any other customs than 
those of Guzerat. Tire rule prescribed by the Hon’ble Court is mani¬ 
festly so equitable, that I do not consider ittequisite to nofiee in detail 

» Thia isadmitted by all parties. Colonel Satherlaadin liia letter to the Government 
of India datod tbo 2nd May 1840, states“It is one of first rate iinpartanoe, in as,far 
sin establisbkig a preoedoiit midar onr supi-epiaey and Captain Lang in Ws lettpr vi the 
SOlbiTnne ISijSremarks“Itis tbe most iinport»>nt (iiiestlon we hnyo been called on tp, 
decide since we obtained the w>awageiaaet of the, Miibee Kaiitai.’’ 

t This is Containocl in adeapateh to tbp Goveninaant of India dated, 1 baliCve, the 
I'Jth March 1844. It i«: not on the iwrds of thia Govomment, 'but l\loarii the iUet 
jncidontally from the con’espondence botweea the, Gayerumoiit of India and the Politioivl 
Authorities in Marwar, accompanying Mr,'fc'eore'.;''y Citrrie'a letter dated the 27th 
•; Jahuai'y 1649. ' ; 
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the ohjhijtions whieli have been raised to it by Tukt Sing, and to a 
minor e'xteit. by tlie Politieal Authorities in-Marwar. Q.’hoso, hoyvevci’j 
will bo found in the documents^* in case those,with whom the final 
decisioivof the (pestion rests desire to refer to them. Mr., Greathed: 
seems to think, that in a case of this kind the customs of tho two pro- 
'vinees must be the same ; hut Captain Lang has clearly shownf that in 
soihe respects they essentially diller, and, consequently, that an appeal to 
the opinions and usages bf Gnzerat is not, as Mr. Greathed supposes, 
equivalent to an appeal to the opinions and usages of Eajasthan'. 

43. When Captain Lang became aware of 'fufefc Sing-^s election 
and his son’s nomination as heir apparent, obnsideniig that the Ahmed- 
nuggur Gud/lee \ia,A therehy become vacant and must revert as a lapse to 
lEdur, he sent trustworthy persons to take charge ■ of the estate and to 
pfey'eht disturbances which Were apprehended; and he suggested that, 
Tukt Sing’s election should not be formally recognized as Sovereign of 
Mavvvar until Government had decided how Ahmednuggur:^ should be dis¬ 
posed of. The Political Agent was quite justified in adopting this course, 
which, in Cases qf disputed successions on this side of India, is the usual 
mode of procedure,§ and ,1 think it is to be regretted that the sequestra¬ 
tion was interfered with. The Government of India (of 1848) directed 
the withdrawal of the persons deputed by Captain Lang, Unless they 
were required to protect the State against any hostile movement from 
Edur ; and' at the same time directed that Edur and Ahmednuggiir 
should both be warned that the British Government would not permit 
any reference to arms of the differences between the two families. || 

44. The Bombay Government had always viewed favoarably the 
claim of the Edur Chief to succeed, on Maun Sing’s death, to the 


* Mr. Greathod’s (Political Agent at dodlipbre) letter, dated the Mth October 1845, 
and a khureeta from Met Bing enclosed tlierein, dated tbe dth October. 

t better dated 35tli April 1846. _ ’ 

‘ Letter dated the 20th October 1848; 

§ It wonld also appear to be so in Rajasthan. “ Hence it may bo pronomic.ed that 
the grant of an estate is for the life of the holdei*, with inheritance-for his offspring in 
lineal descent or adoption, witlv^e the Prince, and resnmuble for crime or 

iiioapacity; this reyersioa and power of resumption being marked by the usual coreraonics 
on each lapse of the grantee of,seqit,es^tmtiori\ (Z'ubtiJ^o^ relief (nuzizerana), of homage, and 

11 letter from Mr. BecroUny Currie, dated‘the 18th A^ovember 1843, ' ' , 
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■Gnddoe of Jodlipore j, and when he was superseded, this Governmetifc: 
Wi« still more'stronglj’’ disposed to recognize* his claim to the reversion 
qf Ahmednaggiir. All farther discussion of the subject terminated on 
the receipt of a letter froxn the Governinen^ India pereliptorily 
direntingt that "instructions should be issued to discontinue the corre¬ 
spondence, tlie continuance of which can only tend to keep up excite-tneat' 
in the States of Edur and Ahmednuggur,” coupled with the remaifc that 
"the question.was one of general policy to be decided by the Supreme 
Government." The Government, eousideringj this order as tantaihounfe 
to a positive interdict against continuing the controversy, and which it 
was bound to obey, the Political Authorities in Guzerat were instructed; 
accordingly. The reluctance, however, with which this Government aban* * § 
doned wliat it held to be a just clairir on the, part of a Chief peculiarly 
entitled to its protection, is sufEciently manifest from the extract§ from 
the Board’s Minute dated the aSrd, and letter founded thereon addi-essed 
to the Hott’ble Court of Directors on the 30th December 184i3, 

4<5. This Government remained under the impression that it had 
placed a right construction on the orders of the Government of India of. 
the 14th December 1843 until March 1845, when the discussion was 
revived under the following circumstanees :—.On the 18th January 1845 
the Chief of Edur petitioned-Government that Ahmednnggur might be 
restored to Min "in consequence of Tukt Sing having taken possession 
of the of Jodhpdre, in manifest violation of memorialist’s rights 

of seniority," This appeal was forwarded to the Government of India 

* In Aiignst 1845 the Board recorded an opinion in faroiirof Bflnr on gromids “of 
policy, equity, and justice,’’—Fide letter to the Qovornmsnt of India dated the 80tii Seu" 

1845. ''' ' ■ '':i ' ' ' ’ 

t .Mt** Sooretary Currie’s letter dated tlie 14fcb Becoiuber ISiZ, 

t The order was elmilarly iatorpreted by the who, cotisidorlii^ 

the question to bo iinally closed, kept Oovernmout, mifcd the 9 ih i!’’obrum’y 

1845, CaptainVhaiig’s very important comniuiiication on the’ Alirnedunggor quostioo; . 
dated the IBt-h Dlicember 1.84^, and which was nbt, therefore, forwarded to the Govern* 
ment of India until the Slat February 18^16, 

§ ‘'Asboth.Edur and Ahmednnggur aro undbrl^tlie^of Ibis Government, 
and as d-bo interests of,the .former Chiefdiud the wolixire and of a district utKim* 
our controly heimtbfpre Extremely manage, are materialiy involved in th^ 

question whether. Abmodnpgguiv^^s Kdur or become anoppauage of' 

tTodhpdre,we Iblt it our duty> so lon>^ as tbo question Was iindecidecl, fully to oom]nairic? 4 te 
our flohtimentei ibi’ the Govenioi* Generars consideVatioiq but that, wkeri' His bordship’s 

decisiou was received, we direotod it to be qamecl inxmechatofy into eifeefc,'' ■ 
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.,au.. a Report from Captaia Lang on the onsati®fo0tory st^te of affairs 
at Ahmoamiggur consequent npon its Ahnexation ; to Jodhpore i and 
in vepl.y* to this communication this aownimont was ipformcd that* 
the Gomnaient of India had not intended hy tho order of pceember 
ISfid to convey a final decision,on the Bdur claim, hut that the suhject 
was droppd “when it appeared that Maharajah Tukt Sing mas noiM 
Chief of Ahmednuggar, hut Ike Regent on behalf of the infant, hiS 


Soli, duswunt Sing.'' 


4.6. This Government was also now furnished with the corre- : 

sponderice of the Political Authorities in Marwar, under which the Goyern- 

ment of India had been led to conclude that Tukt Sing was Regent 
and not Ch jef of Ahmednuggur, and was instructed to enquire and report 
«into the fact whether Tukt Sing was (at the time of his election as, 
Sovereign of Marwar) the ile jwe Chief of the Ahmednuggur Priuoipa- 
llty, or if he was only Che: de facto Chief, occupying as Regent for his son 
as heir by adoption.” This accomplished, the Government was inyited, 
“ with reference to the opinions of the Durbars of Central India and the 
customs of the .Rajpoot‘ Principalities of the Bombay Presidenoy, to^ 
state its opinion, upon, a full consideration of all the crrcumatances of 
tlic case, as to the rights of the respective claimants^ f^^ the Chicl- 
ship,” a question which, it was observed, could but bo BetMed m Bombay, 

to rvhich Edur and Ahmednuggur are subject. 

r 47. This was the first intimation received by this Government of 
the grievous misrepresentation made by Tukt Sing respecting bis 
real |ositioiv at Ahmednuggur tvhen be was elected Sovereign of 
■Marwar* This suhject is so intimately connected with tbe^ alleged 
adoption in November 1841 of his only son, Juswunt oing, by 
the widow of bis brother, Prithee Sing, that it will be convenient to 
remafk on both these subjects together} and as Tukt Sing now ebieiiy 
grounds his right to retain Ahmednuggur on that adoption, it requires 
to be carefully considered. I regret to add that the conclusion at which 
I have arrived, after the most careful consideration, is, that the whole 
transaction is fraudulent and fictitious, aiuV was resorted to by Tukt 
Sing to enable him to retain Ahmediiuiggttr in bis family; his election as 


* LoUor from tlio Govermnent of India elated 7th March 1845, 

■ ■ *: ''asi. 
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Sovoxeign of Marwar Iiaving, bjr liis owa ndmisaioti, involved tho 
forleilure of that Cliiefship as fin- as h6 was personally oorieornecl. 

48 . The following document* has been produced by Takt Sing in 
' .proof of tbe alleged adoption , 

3ked of Adoplwn ,ghen by tU widow -of PrUlm Sinyj^a, SwMnjee, to Im 

CONSI0EK1N6 yon a ehildf I b#(\ adopted you, taken you in toy 
Po you tbereforO''look after and assume your property, horses, Rajpoofe, 
putta, cduntry, servants, Ahmednuggur, Mourassa, Megbnj;], Byer,; take 
care of the eountry and enjoy it. I have adopted you after the death of 
my son, Bulwuut Sing. Be obedient and respect my authority in- every 
way j live for many.years, and enjoy your kingdom. I have, given this ‘ 
writing with my owp free will and Consent, being in full possession of all 
my faculties, and signed it by my own hand, I have aetecl in this 
Imsiness according to the request of my deceased husband, taking tbo 
advice of all concerned. Veerpoora testifies that .such was the wish of 
the deceased .Rajah. Reshwajee speaks to the same effect. 

Surnhut imi Asvt(d im da^ {btankJ,Uth mv^^^^ a. n. , .. 

, .'.''v ■ WUmsses • 

(Sd.) Thakoor Raj Singjek SiiRE,E Sinojue. 

„ Kesree Sika Man; SmojBE. 

„ . Ku^to'N Sing Chum SxNdw 

„ MAHAtoiE PoauTt Waua, 

„ Ma.hadoo Sins of Nikoi*a. 

AoMJBE BhaEE, ' . : , 

, GuuiiBHEExx Sing. 

Bhaeatb Kaujeb OoMBp SxNtiJBR,by the 
hand of Goo lab Sing. ; r 

Dewkow Kasee nf’ Veezapore. 

TiXAKOott Raj SuifUJEE .Saxam .; Sxjmg 
of Mahumpore. - 


» 

■, ■ )) , 

» 

. >.> 

' ax ' 

» 

n- 
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. The'above has taken place in accordance with the orders' the Prithee 
Singjeo had signed. Jusjee Lali Bhaee Mahajee Phiifctohkoo’r admits that 
she has been cdnsiiltod, and that the above has taken-place with her -rvill, 
and oonsent, as also in accordance with the wishes of the deceased Biijah.” 

49. According, therefore, to Tukt Sing, Juswunt Sing’s jidoption 

oecurrod in November 1S41, shortly after the death of Prithee Sing’s 
posthumous son, Bulwunt Sing, which event occurred on the' 23rd 
September 184d.* Captain Bang, however, asserts, and in my opinion 
has satisfactorily established, that no adoption took place until the 19th 
October 1843, the day preceding Tukfc Sing’s departure for Jodbpore. 
This question, therefore, now requires to be minutely examined. 

59 . When Tukt Sing applied for an escort of horse to accompany 
him to Jodbpore, he announcedt to Caj^tain Lang his iufention to 
leave Juswxmt Sing, his son, in charge of Ahmednuggur. This letter, 
however, contained no allusion to the adoption, and his silence at such a 
moment was, to say the least of it, very remarkable. The first intima¬ 
tion whicli the Political Agent received of the adoption was made 
in a letter dated 21 st October, from his Karkoon, Venaik Row, who had 
been deputed to accompany the Maharajah, who, after reporting that 
Tukt Sing had left Ahmednuggnr on the morning of the 20th,; ' and 
before he arrived at that place, observedThe Maharajah haC pro¬ 
ceeded alone, leaving his Ranees and family here, and also his eldest son. 
On the night of the 19th the Maharajah eldest son on the laj) 

of his brother Maharaj Prithee Singf md(m arid eonsigned throne 


* paragraph 14 of tins Minute, 
t Captain Lang’s letter dated the 20th October 1843. 
t dated 28th October 1813, 








.A 13SlJCO]l3.^StON. 


,coBdiicfc the mnnagemeot of the/JJq;/ I bav(3 AhtiieA- 

nuggm* to Mitharaj ■ JuavvwtPSiog,;. any iuten-' 

tioa of giving it to Edur^ I do return to 

Ahmednuggnr.^^ In Hs second letter the EarkoOn enelosed froin 
Tukb Sing to Captain Langv inHiS: Highness aS fol¬ 

lows By your favoar I hate been advanced to the Jodhpore gnideti. 
My €{on, Jaswunt Sing, is the possessor of Ahinednnggur and M 
he has remained at the former plaee/^ In thi^ letter te no direct 
aUusiou to the adoption; bnt it is probably referred to indTO^ tho 
remark; ^^Maharaj Jus want Sing has been the possessor of this porguxi- 
tiah from the first/^ About this time Captain IiaiOg also received a letter 
from Takt Singes bob, signed by one of the BaneeS; merely informing 
him that his father had made over the estate to his charge, bat making 
no allusiont . whatever to the adoption, 

61. Up to this time, and even for many months after, Gaptaift 
ijang was.ignorant of Takt Sing’s intention to endeavour to establish that 
the adoption occurred in November 1841. He therefore at first treated 
the matter lightly, and merely observed^ that “ as Prithee Sing died as far 
back as December 1839, and his posthumous son and heir ip September 
1841, when Takt Sing was recognized as his successor, I, imagine such 
an adoption would not be allowed to the injury of the party; to whom 
the esbato would otherwise lapse.” He at the same time noticed the 
silence which had been observed in regard to the adoption, but attributed 
it *' to ,the irregularity and impropriety of such a step being taken 
without the concurrence of Government,” and added that, according to 
the information he had obtained, he beUeyed the adoption took plaeo,*on 
the 19th October 1848, the day before Takt Sing started for .fodbpore. 
Finally, with reference to Tukt Sing’s desire to secure Ahmednuggur 
for his son. Captain Lang argued that the son must follow his father’s 
fortunes, and that Government could feet no hesitation in disallowing 
the adoption, the-more especially since "five years had elapsed siiice the 
death of the adoptive father.” 


- Dated Pahlttnporo, ' . . 

t his letter to Oapiiua Fronob., OffioJitfeing PoUtical Agent at Jtxijdpore; daietl m 
October Capttiin Lang ciMamoiitB on this saspictons silence. 

, t Oaptain letter 
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. 53. I trm thus' minute in this ' part of the enbjcct, beoanso, if tlia 
ILarkoon’s statement , is deserving mf credit, we have Tukt Siirg'a own 
tOstimoiiy, added to tlnat of'the |>eopIe'pt' Ahiapdnnggiir, ii-ora tvhom the 
ICarkooii derived hja information, that Jnsvyunt Sing's adoption, if such 
an irregular trahsaotion deserves to be so called^ oeeurred after Tukt 
Sing'seleotion to the sovereignty of Marwar; and I am unable, to 
discover any ' reason for disbelieving* the KarkoouV reportsi he, had uo^ 
interest in misrepresenting what he saw and heard; he could not look 
into futurity, or have been aware, when he wrote his reports, that the 
' adoption could haye had any in£lae|ce with respect to.the final disposal 
of the Ahmednuggur principality,* The discnssion here terminated 
.under the circumstances mentioned in the 44th paragraph of my Minuteli 
when, after an interval of 14 months, it was ire-opened by the Oovernment 
of India, and this Governmeut for the first time became aware that 
Tukt Sing had aasunied an entirely new ground by asserting that he 
was never tie jtm the Chief of Ahmednuggur, but merely the Regent, 
administering its affmrs on behalf of his son. 

, 63. It would appear that Major Thoresby. the Offlcer who officiated 
lor Colonel Sutherland during his absence at the Gape, - was reciuiredt to 
report" what appear to be the feelings of the Marwar Chiefs as to the 
future position and rule of the Ahmednuggur Stateand that th.at Officer 
submitted in roplyj a communioation from the Political Agent at 
.lodhpore representing that " the principal Sirdars 
c«»^rfcd in opinion that Ahmednuggur should bo regarded as a distinct 
sovereiguty, appertaining to Mahara-iah Juswunt Sing m rigU of Im 
adqpiiou h^ tJte melon of Mcthai'afah Prithee Sing, nho was Ue elder 
hvothef of Maharajah fuM Sing, and possessor of the sovereignly before 
him :" and they further declared that the administration of affairs durino- 


« Captein Laag, in his latter dated the 36th April 1840, roma.ks on tho oredife dag to 

theeo ropoUs. Tho alleged adoption IS simply reported as one of the ooenrrOttoeB of the 
day. TUo Karkoon, theroforo, hid no interest in ooiivoying false intelligenoe, and could 
havohiMl no eiipaotation that, if it became matte,r of enquiiy, the truth would not bo 

pjovod , by the evuleuco of the parties by whom such aats are always attesteei. 

t Mr. Sooreiary Omie’s letter datoct the 26th December IS-IS. 

<3atQd ti.v0 andCaptto lettk’ dated tbe. Hfc,h 






iiGl AiiMisnNwaotJE succksssion*. 

Jtismxnt Sitig^a iQmority would rippEsrt^^^ adoptive motlier. Tiho 

queatiou at issue, therefore/clearly depends validity of the adop» 

tion ,* and, hut lor this, IshouW not have referred to the above opinion, 
since/according to the rule prescribed by the Hon'’bIe Court of Dn'octors, 
tte are not to consult the feelings of the Sirdars of Jodhpore, even if Ave. 
can supjrose that , they would be expressed without fear or partiality, 
Avhich iCau scarcely be expected.* The opinions and usages othGuaerat 
ha^e been rightly constitiited as the standard of judgment, 

54. It was not until about six weeks after his installation at Jodh- 
pore that Tukt Sing began openly to assertf his son’s right to retain 
Ahmednuggnr, in virtue of his adoption by Prithee'Sing’s widoW' prior 
to his own election j and it was not until at least six months subseiiuent 
to that event that he ventured the startling assertion that he was never 
(k Chief of Ahmednuggur, but merely Regent. In his letthr dated 
the 21st May 1844, Major Thoresby remarks that Juswunt Sing had 
been " raised by adoption to the guddee and the mirages of the Chief.’* 
Had this OtBcer’s knowledge of the customs of Guzerat been oqiial to his 
knowledge of the customs of Marwar, this expressionWould at once 
have enabled him to detect the imposition, for no such custom as that of 
election by suffrage exists in Guzerat. The remark, however, seems tci 
have been made on the authority of Captain French when olRcia'ting as 
Political Agent at Jodhpore, who had reported as follows 

“Finding, in con vernation Avith the Maharaj and others, that His 
Highness was only Regent during the infancy of his son, Juswunt Sing, 

- . . ----—■ 

'* Tim Jocllipore Sirdars rmist »atnra!ly feel a strong' bias in favour of tho Cliiof they 
liaTO BO recently exalted over themselves, atid caa hardly be expected to inoar the risk ef 
his disploasure and forfeiting his future favour by recording an opinion in oppofjhiiou to 
bis views and mterests. Besides this, it is by no moans nnlikely that at this time they 
believed in the validity of Juswunt Sing’s adoption. 

t Namely, in bis khureeta acoorapanying Captain Ludlow’s letter of the 13th JJo- 
cernber 1843, explaining the grounds on which he holds that Ahmoanuggur should not 
rev'ort to Wdur. lu thm he observes 

' “I Game to 3odhpotOy hut prim'to tMsevmkt t7m ^in>j adopted fmj son, 

Mvvwfht Bm(j^ and retamod him at IvnMen thxta mUpM, 

is the sm of .PrUfm $mg hy Ms unduw, is residing in thehe .thrco plaoos, and ;con(.luoting 
thealFairs thereof through their Chieff and adminiiiitrators^ Kdur has uo claim to those 
pfaceSi’’ -'■ ‘ 
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Kajah of Alimcdniigginv I r^qtiested tbe Vakeel to obtain from His; 
Highness' all tlae*! partiettlars, and the enobsed is the result. 

The Mflhaiajah assured me tha the fact of his son-'s adoption in Novera- 
bcr 1840 by the widows of Im brother^ Prithee Singj was known to 
all, but he Bupposed the circumstance bad CKScaped recolleetion from his 
being the actual Balei' of- the principality.” 

65, This(memorandum of explanation) gives the following 
version of Juswunfc Sing’s adoption 

“The Political Agent asked when Maharajah Juswunt Sing was 
/adopted by Prithee Sing, Eajah of Ahmednnggnr. This being known to 
Takt.Sing, it seems that Prithee Sing in Kartick Snmbut 1896, Hecemr. 
bcr 1839, Was ill when the Chiefs* of the State asked His Highness that, 
should he not recover, who would be heir ? He replied that Sesodanjee 
Banee was enceinte; and that, should she be the mother of a boy, he 
would succeed p otherwise that Juswunt Sing was heir to Ahmednug- 
gnr. His Highness Prithee Sing died on the 6th January 1840, and the 
Ranee was delivered of a son, who was called Buiwunt Sing, but he 
died in October 1840. There were then three ifaym, widows of Prithee: 
Sing : a Jesodine; SKfil, a Eowoajee; and 3rd, ,a Bhumpoorajeo. They, 

aided by all the Chiefs of the State, in the month of Kartick Sumbufc 
1896, iSlovemher 1840, adopted Juswunt Sing ; hut he being very young, 
the Maharajah Tukt Sing conducted the duties as Regent. Now His 
Plighness Maharajah Tukt Sing is Ruler of Mar war, and his sou, Juswunfc 
Sing, is Sovereign by adoption of Ahmednuggur.” 

' Such is the account given in May 1844 of his son’s adoption, hut 
wo shall soon see that Tukt Sing, when hard pressed by Captain Lang’s^ 
objections, gave a very different version of the transaction. 

56. With these preliminary observations, I proceed to show that 
the adoption did not take place at the time asserted by Tukt Sing; that 
the right to adopt a son did not exist: but that, admitting the reverse. 


* Tho aasumliWon of tiio title of " His Highness ” by the Oliiof of a potty tributary 
Stato like .AhmcfXnuggnr anti the pompoHB allusion to tho ** Ohiofs of the State,” who in 
reality have bo ©xisteBco, ere top absurd to be commoBtod upon. 
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tlic manner in \rhic3;i it was effected renders it invalid, Tbe facts on 
wliicb I 01110 ( 17 'rely for establishing these propositions are as follows 1 — 

‘ —The deed of adoption itself furnishes internal evidence of the 

fraud, and that to oonceal the same it was antedated two years, ■ 

of the attesting witnesses admit the fraud, while the; 
testimony of others in Tukt Sing'^s interest is, shown to b^, false, , 

‘ 8 rJ,-^Altliough Tukt Sing alleges that the adoption occurred in 
September 1841, it was nnkno vn to the Political Agent, Captain Lang, 
until the receipt of his Karkopn^s Beport dated the 21 st October 1843., 

Tukt Sing concealed the fact of the adoption oh an pcoasion 
when a bare intimation of the event would have decided an importaut 
case under litigation iu his favour. 

5//5.—Tukt Sing has given three, if not four, different accounts of 
the circumstanCOB under which the adoption occurred, 

6 ///.—Prithee Singes widow after the birth of her son, Bulwunt 
Sing, subsequent to her husband'^s demise, had no right to adopt a son; 
and if she had such power, she could not have s-eleeted Tukt Singes son, 

lastly, admitting that the adoption wa.B in all other 
respects unobjeetiouahle, it was never reported to, or confirmed by, the 
Gaekwar or British Government, without whose sanction, according to 
the established usage of this side of Imdia, the adoption w^odd bo iilto-- 
gethcr invalid, 

I shall remark on each of these points in order, and notice Tukt 
Singes explanation on each ; affording also such inforrnation as may be 
necessary to explain the customs and,rules observed in Guzerat in 
respect to adoptions, 

57. And, fmt^ in regard to the internal evidence of the fraud 
afforded by the deed itself. Captain Lang has pointed*^ out that the 
day of the week is omitted, a blank being left for its insertion# In Native 
documents of importance this is a very uuttsiialomission, and the Political 
Agent accounts for it as follows .’—Time was required to compute the 


Letter dated tho SOih June IS-U, pamgraplis 1 to 3. 
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prmse day of tlio week,oh whkdi Ike date it boars two years before; 
Bat wbat is still more conehifsive evklehco/in Sumbufc 1897, a* d. 184.1, 
the year in wliich Prithee Singes postliurnoaa son was an Adlmk^ 

or intercalary month ot Asooy m well as the- i%ular mouth of tlai 
same name. .It is proved by the official report of the event 
child died on. the 18th Spod of the intcTCalary month ; bat the' 
of adoption is dated a fortnight a on Asoo Vud the l3th 

Sumbnt 1897, a* i>. 1841. Bat, had the Adoption then really 
ilie /ldhik month of Asoo would, as is usual among Natives, been 
specified, for, if this omitted, the actual date is rendered uncertain for a 
whole month. This mistake, on the supposition that Captain Lang is 
correct* in believing that the adoption occurred in October 1843, is easily 
accounted for by concluding that in the hurry of the pi’eparations for 
Tukt Singes departure it was not remembered that, although no intercalary 
mouth occurred in 1843, one did happen in 1841, Tukt Singes reply. 
to thisJ objection is very unsatisfactory, and much of it irrelevant. Its 
pUrportf is, that in trifling matters the insertion of the day may be of 
importance, but a matter of perfect indiffereace In drawing up Treaties 
and dtlver iniportant cloeumeats,. He asserts that the omissioii will be 
found in the Treaty in Mr. Greathed's Office, and argued, therefore, that 
a similar omissiont is not to be wondered at in the writing of a woman 
unacquainted with the forms of correspondence, and especially one who, 
like the, Bhaee, had been deprived of the very consciousness of existence 
by the, overpowering grief of successively losing her husband and son. 
How, then (he continues could it be expected from a person so afflicted, 
a woman, and one, moreover, of royal condition, incapable of distinguish¬ 
ing the east from the west, that attentioh should be paid to style and 
eonstruction, or to the forms of composition ? What wonder, then, if the 
distinctive appellation of the months of Aspo were also disregarded? 
After,a good deal more in this strain, he justly remarks that, supposing 


^ Aocording to Oaptain Lang’s infonmtioxV, '‘ tlio actual pato of Juswuut Sing’s 
adoption, as sported by hia KarkGOu, was Thursday, the lat' Asoo Vud Bumbut 1890, 
or A. n. the 10th October IS'lSj and Prithee Sing’s pestlmrnoua son died ou Tuesday, the 
latli fd the -tot Asoo Sood Sumbut 1897, or a, pi the 28tli Septomber 18:11.” 

■f YUe khxirceta accompanymg Mr. f^^reathetl’a letter 1845 , 

Appendix.A. ■ V’' 
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the deed had been executed with-the utmost prechdon;, cnjtei'iilly jittrata! 
and dated, it would, bo of no avail, unless tlie riyl.t to execute it, were 
livst proved j and that this is tlie real question to be considered. Thq 
flaws ni the deed noticed by Captain Lang' arc proofs of its genxuueuGss, 
as they are evidence that it was written by the Bhaee herself in tlio 
midst of hef anguish and tribulation, when oppressed and distracted 
with grief; for,the>wound milicted by her husband's death was still 
fresh when she lost her sod; and such a host of sorrows had enedm- 
passed the unfortunate lady, that her existence)was only rnauifested' 
by her .lamentations, and no hope for her surviviilg remained. Attention 
to forms could not,, therefore, be expected, and who could have been so 
hard-hearted in the midst of woe and affliction to have Urged correctiofis 
in her style? On the other hand,. Tukt Sing remarks, had the deed 
been drawn up at the period of his departure for Jodhpore, although 
oven at that time much Gould not be expected from a defectively 
educated woman, some approach to, co^'^’setness of education might have 
been attained; and, at all events, the omission of the name of the, day- 
after the word imr would have been detected, and might easily. have 
been inserted. As, hovvever, the interpolating of a document is considered 
by us a grave offence, the imperfect document was purposely sent to 
Government in its original state. . 

58. This explanation is both ingenious and pathetic, hut very 
inconclusive. One would imagine that the law of adoption rendered it 
imperative that the g,fflicted widow and mother should prepare with 
her oxvn hand the deed of adoption, and denied her all assistance 
on the occasion. With reference to the last remark, it is by no means 
unlikely that the non-insertion of the day escaped observation until 
it was pointed out by Captain Lang, I will not, however, dwell further 
on the subject, for I concur with Mr, Greathed* in opinion that the 
defects in the deed are not of themselves sufficient to establish the 
grave charge against Tukt Sing of falsifying it, and praetising ’ a 
deception on the British Government, though they must, in my, opinion, 
be considered as corroborative of the other proofs by which, I conceive, 
the fraud is established. 


* Xietter ilaliod Slth 06tohov .1845. , 
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. 555. Tlie second fact, ot some of the attasting witnesses admitting' 
the frand and the testimony of others being- piwed false,' is ipore 
dbnclasivo.. The most important of the former is Gumbnr Sing', the brother, 
not only of Juswunt Sing’s mother, but also of the widow of Prithee Sing^ 
w'ho is said to have made the adoption. This person in 1844 assured* 
the I'oliticsil Agent at Jodhpore 'ftbat he was not Arvare of XaSwunfc 
Sing's adoption, or of his being Ruler of Ahmednm 


Another of 

the attesting witnesses, one of the principal Chiefs of the Alaheo' 
Kanta, on being c.asaaUy questioned by Captain Keily, at once admittedt 
that be Went to pay his respects to Tukt Sing when lie was about to 
leave Ahmedimggur for Jodhpiore, and on being requested to witness 
the deed making over Juswunt Sing to IMtliee Sing’s widow, he signed 
it accordingly. Captain Keily ha,s subsequently confirmed| this state-- 
inent, and names the Thakoor of Mohiinpore as the Chief alluded to. 
Captain Lang has further submitted, in his letter of the 25fch’ April 
dS'lfi, the deposition taken by himself and Assistant of five of the 
witnesses to the deed. The first ot these, named Devvrow ICasee, arespeo- 
table old man, ot between. 60 and 70 years of age, was fortherly in the 
service of tho Gaekwar, and commanded the force sent against Araleeara 
On the occasion when Zalum Sing was killed, and was present vVhen his 
wklow, after his death, adopted a son. For these services he received, from 
the Ahmednuggur family the valuable village of Akrood. Ho still 


** Lefcfeor from Captain Prenoli fomarcJecl to Government ■with Captain LauK’a latter 
datciil the: Sl8t Ooto^ 

, ‘ f Captain Lang’s letter dated tho 20tli Jano 

X MrpoH on iko Pmftces amd CMefs of dato^l tho 9tli diino 1843, /brwardocl to 

Goyarnmmit of luaia on the 25tb July im. The following extmot contains Captain 
Heily » opm.ion oa the question at issue botwcou Edur and Abmodnuggur 

regretted that Tukt Sing, knowing, as ho must have 
vnlidity of possossions, vacant bjr hig acloptiou inte 

aiK> . ler lamily, did not roaign them, and take his son with him as his own riglitfiil hoir 
to the Jodhporo throne. Tho;fc ho must htive boon well awaro of sucii lifelit, is evident from 

fiupersodo it, namely, by leaving hig son as the adoptetl 
child of his brothers widow, and denying his own succession, on tho death of hismephoW 
ju mi; antedating,tho deed to make,it appear that it bad taken place attiiattimo. That 
such was tho case is an incontrovcrbiblo fact, for the Mohunpore Thakoor, who hadcalled 
n pay Iiik respects to Tukt Sing on hh loavirtg for Jodiiporo in 1843, was, with others 
required to wittiess iho deed,, and when asked, at onco aiduiiitod that tJic adoption wjJ 
only mado fhcii,” ' 
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enjoys bat in other respects be is independent^ both of the^Ediir 

and Abrncclanggur Durbars; lie doscribos in detail tbe eircamstanees 
'ipnder wHcIi be signed the deed.^ H to pay bis respects the, 

day before His Highness infotn^ed 

him that he diad given bis* son to the Sesoclunjee and that hisi signature 
requived to the deed. This w;^| the day before His Highness, left 
Ahmednuggiir. He observed that wore other sigriatures^attaqhed.. 

to the deed: he signed it at ,Ta Singes request. Before this^ he (the 
deponent) hath never heard of the adoptloiu The second the 

Thakoor of Mphunporo; who is represented to be equally iiKlependeiit , of 
bptb D«xrbars,^^^ was married to Knrn Sing^ the date' 

jChief of Ahinednuggur^ and heGti,me mliee on his death. He likewise 
gives very minute particidars of the circinnstances iinder^^^ ho 

,Bigncd> and names the precise date on which he did so^ namely^ the 13fcU 
Asoo Vud Sumlmt 1899> or a. n. the 19th October 1848. He is enabled 
to do this because he received a written summons^ from Tiilct Sing to 
attend. He signed at Hi>g Highnesses request^ and Giimbnr Siu^ 
Tiiktv Singes brother-in-law^ was present. After he bad signed^ Tukt^ 
who was ready to start, mounted his horse, and deponeht, having accom¬ 
panied him to the gateway, returned to Mohunpore. The third arid 
fourth witnesses are the Thakoors of Doongarwara and Senawara, who 
are both Puttawuts, or subordinate Chiefs of, and therefore dependent 
on, the Ahmednuggur Durbar. The former made many cxeuses, and, 
wished bis uncle to be examined in his place. He is still quite a youth,f 
and if the adoption occurred in 1841, he must have been required 
to attest the deed as a child, which is very improbable^ The falsehood 
of the testimony of both these Chiefs, however, is proved by a very 
remarkable fact. The fathers of both died in 1842; the deed of adoptioxi 
is dated in 1841, and although the fathers of both were then alivo, 
they signed and witnessed the deed as Thakoors of their rcspexjtivo 
puttae, from which we may fairly deduce that the deed must have been 


* ThQ Ohkjf produced fclio summons, whicli is datocl tho 12th Asoo Vnd Sumbiii) 1809. 

t This Oiiiof doolarect tJiah if lie deposed to.tjie truth,, it would bo his ruin, and after 
hb liad given his ovidonce, ho recniested that it wiiglit bo kept secret, Tho other Chief ii? 
£viso rcpmsontocl to have been clistarbotl and uneasy while uador cxa'uliualion, ' 
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ctccnted stilseqxient to 1843. The fifth witnessj Kcsree Sing^ a 
the Tentooee Bhyaiid, and holding a putta under Ahmednuggur/ deposes 
in [avoul*' of that Durbar's assertions in regard to the adaption. On being 
examined, however, with regard to the other attesting witnesses, besides 
mentioning persbns whose names are not attached to the deed, hO : 
' falls into the same error as the two Chiefs above alluded to respecting 
their signing as Thakoors when their fathers were alive; and when 
this was pointed out to him, ho contradicted himself. It is admitted 
that the witnesses to the deed did not all sign at the same time, 
but aoeording as they attended at Ahmednuggur. He signed at the 
Dussera subsequent to Bidwunfc Sing’s death. He cannot explain why 
the adoption was not announoed before Tukt Sing went to Jodhpore. 
It ought to have been, " hii what does a servant know of the intentions of 
the Palace f” There ate four other names attached to the deed, but the 
parties being entirely dependent on the Ahmednuggur Durbar, Captain 
Dang did not consider it necessary to examine them. 

60. I have not been able to discover that Tukt* Sing has ever 
attempted to refute the testimony of Dewrow Kasee and of the Chief 
of; Mohuiipore to the fact that the deed of adoption was signed by them 
the day before he proceeded to Jodhpore, or to explain the flaw by which 
the falsehood of the evidence of the two Thakoors is established. With 
respect to the latter, it is, I think, evident that those who antedated 
the deed must in their haste have overlooked the important circuinstance 
of the death of the fathers of these Chiefs subsequent to November 
1841, a circumstance which, in my opinion, is of itself suflicient to 
establish the fraud. With regard to his brother-in-law Gumbur Sing’s 
disavowal of the adoption, Tukt Sing has endeavoured to account for 
it by stating* “ that he was embarrassed by the questions. Not feeling 
at hljerty to discuss, such subjects at a private interview with the Agent 
without authority, he shielded himself in pretended ignorance,” Mr. 
Greatbod does not appear to have questioned Gumbur Sing on the, 
subject, hut is disposedt to consider the Maharajah’s reply satisfac- 


* Mr. GreathoeVs letter ilatod 21tli October 1845,. t .fW. 
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tory^ though lie admits that it woiijd have hoen more cori’cct had tlio 
wituess stated his real reason for refusing to reply : but a direct reftisal, 
he observes, is contrary to conventional rules of native politeness. Had 
Mr. Greathed stated that Gumbur Sing was interested in repudiat¬ 
ing the adoption,—for, if admitted, it should exelude his sister’s son 
from the suceession to the throne of Marwar,—-there might be some 
force in the objection. None whatever is, I conceive, due to the expla-. 
nation ofiered, for Gorabur Sing did iipt, as Mr. Greathed supposes^ 
decline to reply. Had he been silent, or Bad he feigned ignorance, 
the Politicar Agent’s reasoning might apply. But instead of main¬ 
taining silence, Gumbur Sing disavowed in very positive terms all 
knowledge of Jnswunt Sing’s adoption, or of his being Chief of Ahmed- 
nuggar. The fact, also, mentioned by Mr, Greathed, that Gumbur 
Sing is now “ living on Tukt Sing’s bounty,” adds force to his evi¬ 
dence before Captain French. It seems to me to prove that his sense 
of the injustice contemplated towards his nephew is greater than bis 
sense of gratitijide for the favours conferred upon him by Tukt , Sing, and 
that he has made up his mind to oppose the former, even at the risk of 
forfeiting the latter. 

61, The,third fact for disbelieving* that the adoption tpok place 
at the time stated by Tukt Sing is, that the event was not known to our 
Political Agent in charge of the Mahee Kanta until Tukt Sing, pro¬ 
ceeded to Jodhpore in October 184.3. On this point I beg to refer to the 
49th to 51st paragraphs of this Minute. The fact rests on the unim¬ 
peachable evidence of Captain Lang himself, and cannot, tberefdre, be 
denied. I have already noticed the remarkable silence of both Tukt 
Sing and his son in regard to the adoption at the period of the former 
proceeding to Jodhpore and the reports of the Political Agent’s Kar- 
koon when it occurred (paragraph 60). With respect to the lattery Ca])taiu 


»» I will iioro qT$oto Captain Keil/s ojpinion on tMs part of iiio subject, 

“The supposed adoption;’ lie observes, ‘‘was not madeknovru till aomo tiino a 
an’ival of Habaraj 'Tukt Sing at Jodhpore, wlimi it caused a great sensation in the mihcln 
of all the Eajipoofc commumfcy in this cou ntry, and ton clod grpatly to increase 
niroatly folt at the Buporsessioh of. Jowan Slug. The Itaneo has petitioned to G 
mont to succeed to, what gho a')^d tkewhoh congidorj tho UTuloubted right of, her 

son;^«-"KoiIy’H Eeportj dated 9tli September ** ' 
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JjiUlg’ has olwei'ved* Ibati liowovor mucli ho mny Iiave oouFmIchI In thos*; 
('Oiioi'ta, " he aliriuld novel- have thonglit pf aecusiof^- the AhinerlBuggnr 
Anthovitios of ' aatoilatiug the deed of adoption on this ground, 
alouoF'’ From his own knowIedgCj however, he wan well avvfaro that 
it- did not take place at the time stated,t unless it was considered neces- 
saiy, not only not to inform him of it, hut carefully to conceal it 
from Inrxi, when the simple intirnatioti of it would have at once deckled 
a (lisjuite ponding regarding Mourassa in T.ukt Sing’s favour. 

63 . This- constitutes the fourth circamstanee urged against the 
adoption, and the subject has already been cursorily alluded to iu the 
17.th piiragraph of this Minute. This dispute commenced iu Deoomher 
1S39, when Sir R. Arhullinot, Collector of Ahmedabad, contended fvide 
letter to Captain Lang dated the 16th April 1840) that, on the , death 
of Ridwunt Sins-, the infant Eaiah of Ahraeduuggur, the entire revenues 


'*• Lettoi* dated the 86t(h April lS-4or 

. ’ t In his iinal KepoH dated the 28ucl April lW Captain Lang obsei^es“ I may be 
pardoned for expressing my sarpriso .that Colo.Tiel, Sutherland and Mr* Ordathod should 
consider tho airop.lG denial of MaliarO{jah Tukt Sing in a case Involving his deurcsb 
intorests sudloicnt to disprove the Very sti’Ong evidence) furnished in my .first Koport of 
the antodatirtg of duswunt Sing’s adoption, and that they should have so’readily believed 
that I vvoidd accused the Mahara^jah of such an not bn light gronnda, or, indeed, 
Imdihor© been any doubt on tho matter. Neither could they have bean awaro that, ^if , 
the Maha'i’ajah'’s assertion had been true, I must have remained for two full years iu 
igtioranco as to who was the actual Chief of one of the only two taloohs of any conse- 
quenoo under my stipor in tend once. I need riot, however, point out that our supervision 
of the iJOtty Btatos under tlie control of the Bombay Goven'in.iont iS too miuufco to 
admit of this without very culpable neglect of 'duty; and during tMs time I had frequent 
opportunities bf seeing the Maharajah, and was always on the most friendly terrus with 
him ,5 toy opinion of him having from my first acquaintanco with him been most 
favourable.” , ■ 

X LoUer dated 81st Juno 13‘13. 
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to a lapse to the Rajah% ;slmi’o: o ocnild be fouiicled was, 

tliat it had dcsceuded by adoption The issue 

of both adoptions bciBg* now extinct^, there is stt<M3os- 

eion^ and Government/therefore, must decide how far oollateral^ ))ranohes 
of the adopted heir possess any right to succeed to the possessiovu Ho 
himself was in. favour of Tukfc Sing succeediiig^ he of 

the late, and brother of the former, Ilajah/^ 

63, The discussion on this subject lasted with intermission fora 
period of throe years and a half, when Government, oh the 
1843, passed a decision in favour of Tukt Sing retaining Mourassa i^^^^ 
as .Ahmedrmggur. Under the circumstances stated in paragraph 17 of 
this Minute, I do not deem it necessary to notice at length the argu- 
mcntst by vsrhich Captain Lang succeeded in obtaining this 
The argument of the Collector, however, %vas, 

-Maharajah Zalum Smg l^i^, on the death of Ma 

jah Prithee Sing, Chief of Ahmeduuggur; and 2^, again on the dfehth 
of his posthumous son, Bulwunt Sing. It was on this ground alone 
that Sir Il« Arbuthnot debated the question, and I cannot see how the 
inference drawn by Captain Lang from the silence of Tukt Sing and hfe 
Agents in regard to the adoption on an occasion when they had so nfiuch 
ut stake can possibly be refuted, because, as is justly observed^ by that 


’1^ Sir B, Arbnthnofc refers to th© fact of tlie Bajab of Alimodmiggiir being* rolaUuJ 
by blood to the deceased Bajah of Mourasaa, but contends that he held MourfAsan, not iit 
viiiuc of rclabionBhip, hat because his father was adopted. Ilia issney therefore, wUlf 
succeed to Kourassa, bat collateral branches of the Ahmodnuggur lanaily can have no 
claim to do so. If, however, it is not a lapse to Oovernmenty then he admits that tbo 
Edur family are the undoubted heirs by blood (letter dated lOfcli April 1810). 

t In refutation of the Collector’s assertion that AKmednuggtir, Edar, and Mourassa 
formed one Chiefahip, Captain Lang produced satisfactory documentary proof that tJioy 
treated separately with Edur: 1st, a deed dated in Sumhut 1850, a. n, 1793-04, conferring 
Alourassa upon Zahim Sing alone ,* 24^d, an engagement dated in Sumbut 1861, a. i>,:1804-5,' 
, entered into with ,,^aluni Sing, Ameer Sing, And Indiir Sing, stipulating to act fairly 
towards them j Srd, another dated in 1851, a. n. 1794-95, enterod into with Sugram Sing 
uud %alum Sing. This is, hovyeverj not ciuite coneluBiv'C, as it also arranges for ,tlio 
payment of certain salameo claims duo from Edur to Ahmednuggur. It a.gsigns, hbw'oyer, 
the whole of hlourassa to Zaltun Sing, and thereby proves that. ;it was a distinct State 
from Ahmednuggur. 

X Letter dated the 25th Ayjril 1845. The subject will also be found alluded to in 
paragraph 3 of Captain Lang’s letter elated 22ncl April I.847> 
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Officer^- hud Jufewimt Sing l>een by Prithe^i'Sing/s Ayltlow pve- 

vionsly to tJiis (\k(i\xm(m^ 4%ere been am/ grou 7 ul 

to gmsHon the Ahnednn '^gtiT right ih'm^ had not 

eaiUed'mth equal validity from the Singes deafiy nearly 40 

The eonoUisioiv therefore, is irresistible^ that at the time 


■years oiyore, 

I his ((liestion was debated JaSwimt Sing could not have been adopted, for, 
had he beea so, the simple mentioxi of his adoption would have sufficed 
at once to have decided that Mourassa was his Inheritance, 

64, The fifth circumstanee against the adoption is, that Tiibt Sing 
has given three, if not four, different versions of the circamstaiices under 
which it oecarrecl,, The first of these (already noticed in paragraph 50 
of iny Miruite) was volttuteered to Captain Lang's Karkoon deputed to 
accQmpany Tiikt Sing part of the way to Jodhpore, and was clearly to 
the effect that the adoption oceiirred in October 1843 ; and this was con- 
fiianed by inforxnatiou which the Karkoon*''^ derived from other quarters* 
The second is contained in the kyfeettt (also already noticed in paragraphs 
54 and 55 of this Minute) delivered to Captain French after the Maha¬ 
rajah's arrival at Jodhpore, to the effect that, in conformity with Prithee 


^ VidKi hia loUors dated 21st Octaboi' i84S. 

t A])petidijc B. to Mi*. GreatliocPs Btpoit dated the 2-lth October 1845. 
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fomKLiil a, gwemi to Ml% Greathijcl on behdf^ ^\ifet Sisitg' by iho 
Jodhpore Vakeol^ whioh was elicitecl nncler the foUowiug eiroun)stances 
Oa the x’eceipt of Gaptani Langes letter of tlic 30tb Ju 1845, to which 
I -have had oecaKsion 80 frequently to refer in preparing this Minute, Mr. 
Greathed deemed it propert formally to apprise Tukt Sing the 
grave imputation cast on his character by Captain Lang of having 
fabricated the deed of adoption with the view of disfranebising the, 
ISdur Chief in order that he might defend himself from Ho there¬ 
fore embodied the proofs adduced to substantiate the falsilieation, with 
other extracts from the Report requiring explanation or comment. The 
VakeeFs note is in reply to Mr. Greathed^s memorandom. In tbi^^;» after 
endeavouring tp explain away the defects in the deed noticed by Capfcmn 
Langj he observes that these defects are the most conrmeing* proofs 
in support of it, that is, they are evidence of the fact that the deed was 
written by the widow herself in the midst of her anguish and tribula¬ 
tion when oppressed and distracted with grief, for the wound inflicted 
by hpr husband^s death was still fresh when she lost her son, and such a 
host of sorrows had encompassed the unfortunate lady^. that her existence 
was only manifested by her lamentations, and no hope of her, surviving 
appeared to remaim Thea the Maharajah, in the exercise of his wisdom 
and mercy, perceiving the only possible way of saving her life and prolong¬ 
ing her existence, so casting away all worldly and personal considorat^^ 
he made over Kdamfur luswzmt Bing^ at that tm,e 'lm only son^ 
with all Ms possessions and resourceSy to his skl&r’-m4aw^ who for her 
own satisfaction wrote with her own hand a deed of adoption, little 
regarding, in the depth of her affliction, forms ki the eompp of 
the document, and while the Maharajah only looked on the act as saving 
his sister^s life* 

64A» Had Tukt Sing been consistent from the first, and given only 
one version of the circumstances in which the adoption oiigiaated,som^^^^ 

' . l>£ttcd Ifiit May ISJtC, and enclosed in Mr. Greathed^8 Eeport ot* the 6tih May' I84t>, 
siiipx^leniontaiy to his first lieport dated the 24fch October 1845, redoired willi, the letter 
from the Govemment oi‘India dated the IStH July 18^10. 

t On reference to Mr. Grcmthed’B Bepeit dfited ilie 24tfi Octoberit will bo 
observod that this goiitlemaii, in the first inslaiiob, coBsidemig the charge as inconclu¬ 
sive, did not put Tukt Sing on his defence, but merely stated onoiigh to draw bom 
kirn a specific statcineufe of tlie time and date of ;the:Stdoptiou. 
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thing boyoiul his simple assertion would be requisite before wo eouM 
eredit this titfeOtiouate act of self-denia! of renoiincing his birth-,tight in 
favour of Iris sori, then an and for the purpose of consoling his 

.brotlieHs widow. ^ But, according to Mr. Greathed^s^ and Ms own 
slvowingvli^ deserves no erecU the deed, for, in fact, they both admit 
the adoption was a mere millity, carrying with it none of the usual 
eolisequenoes, and therefore, in niy opinion, no adoption at all. The 
follcHving Mrv Greathed's Report of the 6th May 1846 witl 

satisfy the Board that I am not misrepresenting the case. After 
remarking that Tnkt Singe’s reply affords a fair insight into the 
true yalne of the transacti^ which followed the death of Prithee 
Singes posthumous son, Mr, Greathed admits his impression ‘ tliat 
there can he no doubt that Tukt Sing inherited the throne after 
the death of his nephew, for he says himself, t he made over Koonwur 
Jusvvunt Sing, together with all his possessions and resources, to liisj 
:Sxster4n-.law/' The reasons of this self-sacrifice are explained, but it 
was a sacrifice more in reality, for by the manner in 

which It was effected he did not <endm//er his wi li/^e-^mteresty \v\\i\o 
sufficient was done to gratify the wishes of his sister-in-law. The adop¬ 
tion was a family arrangement, which could not have been enforced to the 
detriment of Tukt Sing, and would probably have never been beard 
of by us officially but for his accession to Jodlipore. To all intents 
and purposes he would have remained Sovereign, though he, might 
have continued to abstain from certain ostensible' marks of sovereignty, 

In his letter of the 24th October 1845 Mr. Greathed observesAn accoimt of the 
tvaiisactioii and the motives which led to it is contained in paragraph 10 of hia reply s the 
reasons are of a homely and domestic nature, unconnected with political objeota. This, 
Mr. Greathed candidly admits, may seem extraordinary, but in 1841, when the deed was 
dra^igi up, Tukt Sing had no prospect and as little hope of succeeding to Jodhporo. This 
ia quite true, and excites our wonder that Tukt Sing should have abdicated his Chiefshlp • 
merely to cansole Ms sieter-in-law in her foereavemont. Could ho have looked into futunty, 
the act wotild have easily been understood. In 1841 his prospects were limit.ed to ruling- 
over Ahmednuggtir, and therefore, observes Mr. Groathed, he entered into a family 
.arrangement wliich,whilo it gratified His bereaved sister, did not at the time proiniso to be 
a aoiuTO of omburrassmont, into whicii, by his subaequont elevation, it has boon con vortocl. 
But no intention existed of tho adoption interfering with Tukt Sing’s virtual (query) 
possession of Ahrnediiugguv during his life-timu, and it was probably bn thm account thq 
■event was not published. , 

t hidu piuagnuph SI of his reply/ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^ ^^ 
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’the .absence, of which seem to corroborate the deed of adoption. Ho 
seems to have avoided* a formal recognition of the British .Government, 
a guarantee usually so much insisted upon, to have refrained from' allow¬ 
ing a Seal of OiRec to be engraved in his own name, continniug to, use 
that of hia late brother, and ho have avoided the RajTilluek, orceremoi\y 
of hmiiguvation. 

65. Tiie discrepancies in the various accounts given by Tukt 
Sing (if the adoption are, I think, tatal. This last explanation apjoears 
scarcely to merit serious reply. Mr. Greathod even admitis that it 
convicts the Maharajah of a certain degree of duplicity, although ho 
charitably considers it to be of a nature most innocent and excnsablo. 
I confess I do not understand this gentleman’s remark that"; thia 
duplicity will relieve the Maharajah from all imputations, and acjcount 
fora certain degree of mystery with which his declarations are still 
clouded,” for I cannot myself account for this mystery ■ except- by 
referring it to the maze of deceit and falsehood in which His Highness 
has unhappily involved himself. How, however, can an adoption, which 
was followed by none of the effects of such a ceremony, even admittiug 
it to he genuine, affect rights or convey rights? The whole story is 
incrcdihle, but admittiug tliat there was a clandestine frimily arrangement 
“of a homely and domestic nature,” how can this be held to atfeebthe 
rights of third parties, those, for instance, of the Rajah.of Ednr? On .tbia 
point of the ease Captain Lang in his final Reportf has remarked ;—“ dt 
must, I imagine, be altogether unnecessary for me to reply to the sophis¬ 
try contained in the note from the Jodhpore Vakeel, in which the 
omissions in the deed of adoption, so evidently caused by its having 
been written at one time and dated at another, are attempted to be 
accohnted for Ijy its having been drawn out by a wonuin vvhile labpniv 
ing under inconsolable affliction. A glance at the deed itself, with all its 
technical expregsions, will prove a sufficient refutation of this, assortio.n, 
and the admission that what was informal in it was remedied before 
the Maharajah’s cloparture for Jodhpore is doubtless owing to bis having 
received early intimation of the deposition.of several of the vvitucs.ses, to. 


VVf/c paragrtiiiVi t pf. iMr. Gi’Gabliod’ti Report ol' tlic Gfch M..iy 1,8,10. 
t Dated the Api’d 181-7, puragvapli 7. 
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its liavin 


Im^ai taken a short time before written^ aud.tlie 

Jodhporc people Kseeiiig tlvat they xtiust' in some way accoiiiit for their 
statemoiits of liaving’' witnessed the deed on th^ cTe of the Maliarajah’’i? 
:{Jeparture,^ ^ 

66. T^he sixth objoetion to the adoption is, that Prithee Singes widows 
after the birth of her son, J3ulwnnt Sing, had no right to adopt a son pn 
hk ^dhath; but that, admitting that she did possess such tight, Tukt 
Sing’s son was not eligible for adoption. It is not neoessary to discuss 
the question of the right of a widow to adopt a son immediately on the 
demise of her hiisbaTid. On this points there are various opiBioiis,Wt it 
scorns genorallyt admitted that she may do so with the sanction of, or 
under the direction of, her buslxi^ Had, therefore. Prithee Sing’s 
widow not given birth to a posthumous son, she might have adopted a son ; 
but, as I shall presently show, unless she had done so with the sanction 
of the paramount Government, ssuccessiou of her husbandk Chielsbip 
would hot have been conveyed by such adoption, hut merely private pro¬ 
perty. Blit on the birth of her son, Bui want Sing, her right to adopt a 
i^bn eeUsed, and I can discover no authority for the revival of such rights on. 
his death. I have in vain searched for such authority in ail the works on 
Hindoo Law within ruy reach, in Colebroolce, in Strange, in Macnaughten,, 
in the Duttaka Mim Duttaka Chandeika, translated by 

Mr. Sutherland, and which exclusively treat of the law of adoption, 
and lastly, the Vyavahara Myooklin, a Treatise on Hindoo Law of 


^ ]i’or yir W. H. lUacnarigliteri’B exposition of tins point, see 
dentil of llituho LmfYol I., p. 100, and Vol. 11., p. 183. 

' t Women wltb tlid sanction 'of thoir husbands aro competent to adopt, as Tasishta 
shows iLet not a woman either give or rocoive aeon in adoption, unless with the assorib 
of her huftbjmd.’’—flutia/iia'Ctt p. 157 j the same reason which imposes the iieces^ 
sity of an adoption on a man not equally applying' to a woman; The latter, at least such 
scetnatho wore aecurate and prevailing doctrine, is mcapahlo in her own right of adoption,, 
though it is admitted that by his sanction she may afliliate, on the part of her husband, a 
son who would iieceasaiily bo filiany rolatod to bcrsolf. Nunda Tunaita denies generally ' 
tho authority of a widow to adopt, assigning a reason, by no moaxis satisfactory, that the 
assent of her husband is imposiji ble,; bu t it is reasonable: to admit, con si s tent with p racticei-/ 
and Idio opinion of other authors, the validity of an adoption made by a widow under the 
BiuJiction of her husband., written or formal lycxxvreased, daring hia life-time, and perhaps in 
soino places tmdor that of of AdoxHion hy Mr. 

i^ulhcAahdt X-). 5J13. on thw subject Oohhw VoL IIL, i)p. 213, 253, 

Vbb IL, p. 5L 
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e.xtepeivo'^* * * § authority i Guxerat'.l)tit in pone of these (lo 1 fi tliO right 
CO, needed to a woman having a son at the tiipe of her hiisbancrs, tieceasej, 
or giving birih to a posthunious to adopt on tlint soii., 

though the opposite case of an adopted soiv being by the 

birth of a son begotteii is duly provided^^ Well, therefe^^^ 

Cuirtaiu Lang ask, ^Miow can the widow- of Prithee Sing be allomd to 
adopt a mn i0er hating lod her Jmshand nearly four ago and her 
own Mil nearly two f I Bat admitriing lier nglxt to adopt^^ Tukt Sing's son 
vvas ineligible foivadoption, beingMin only son* Menu says, It is not, 
proper to give away or take an dhly son, foiviapon hini depends the 
continiiatioa of his father^s Kneage/'^ Vasishta says, An piily son jet 
no naan give or accept, for he is destined to proloivg the line of his ances-. 
tors;^^ Other tests might also be quoted to the same effect, but further 
proof is tuuiecessary, for the reason of the prohibition is obvious, the 
primary reason:t; for the affiliation of a son being the obligatory ncCe.s« 
sity of providing for the performance of the exequiai rites celebrated 
by a son for his deceased father, on which, the salvation of a Hindoo; 
is supposed to depend/^ It would bo strange to suppose that the law would 
admit of a, man giving away his only son,§ and thereby, according to 
the Hindoo creed, endanger his own soul by having no one to perform 
his funeral obsequies, and on the performance of which, according to 
Hindoo superstitions, his luture beatitude depends. The prohibition, 
moreover, extends even to the giving in adoption the eldest of several 
sons, for the iuterestH that every Hindoo father has in his own obsoquteB 
restrains the parting for adoption either with his eldest or an only son. 


* In the west of Imlla, and pai^iicularly among ttio Mahrafctas, tho greatest authority 
aflior the Mifcakshara is Kilacantha, author of the VycwahamMyoolhuim^^^ other treatises 
bearing a similar % 8ir Thmas Bh-aneje^ Vol. II., p. 216* 

t They inherit togother, “the adopted sou takingvono-third acoorcUiig to tho Betigai 
sohooh and one-fourth according to the doctrine of other schools. 

■Prmyuples and Prec^^ Law, Vol. I,, p. Vasishta, quoted in LuUaka 

Mmmsd, p. 153, says t—“ Whon a son has been adopted, if a logiiimato son he afterwards 
born, the given son shares a fourth part 5 ’’ on defauifc of him ho is ontitled to the whole. 

t Mr* BuMe^i'laiid^3 Synopsis of the Mividoo Law af AfhpUon,p,^%^ 

§ Tukt Sing's Son was inoligi^b^^ this account. On tho same point sOo also A^ir 
W, }L MamxmgMeY\^t Principles cmd rrecodmts of Ilmdqo Law, VoL 11., pin 133 and. 1V3. 

1 ): Bir TtoimasBlrcmocPs Elcitncnls oJ Hin^^^^^ Lum.’, Yol. I., 1 ?. 71. 
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it being of such oomparativ'c impoiiatice to bim that they ahouki bo 
performed by of his own> and when he has rabre than one/by 

■.the/eideat.'^ ; ■ i '' . , ■' 

67, The seventh, last sind most fatab objection to the adoptioh ih 
th^st; admitting it to have been in all othex" respects nnobjectionable and 
mild; it is altogether invalid^ becxmse it Avas iiot in coiiforxnity with the 
; establishech^^n of India, reported to and confirmed by 

the Gaekw British Governments, It is very reiinarkable that, witlv 
ample proofs in their possession and furnished by Tukt Sing hirOeeUV^ 
tluB altogether escaped the observation of 

(Motiel Siitherland and the other Political Officers of Marwar who have 
taken a part in this discussion. The Board, hoxvever, is aware that; under 
this Presidency,t the consent of the suzerain or lord paramount is indis- 
poiisable to the validity of our adoption, involving succession to a 
principality, jaghire^ surinjauin, or even to enams^ In these cases thb:^ 
right to grant or refuse permission is universally admitted and invari- 
ably exercised. Within the last ten years, in consequence of our refusing 
to permit of aii adoption, the petty States of Colaba, Nepsinee, Ghinchnee, 
Sonee; Marxcloo (in Guzerat), and many other States of ininor value 
bavfe lapvsed to the British Government. In June 181^5 a Circular was 
issued (ledaring^ th adoption can have effect xvith regard to jaghires, 
unless it is expressly so declared by the Government; and I find that 
this GircularJ was re-issued in October 1831 by Lord Glare-s Government, 


I refor to onolostires Noa- 3 and 4, Tukt Sing’s khiiroefca dated the 6t.li Oojober 
1S45, Appendix 11 to Mr. Groathed’s Report of the a4th October 1845- These letters, 
writfceu by His Highness the Gaekwar in Sum but :187o,,a. v. 1818-10, 80 years ago, are 
well dosorying of i)ornsal, not only as ooutaining an authentic history of the adpi)i/ihn 
Katuia Sing’s widow, ,b as proving beyoud a doubt that tlie right of confintiation follo wed 
bjinvpstjitare is inherent in thaj)araxjQOuufc Governtiieut, aini necessary to give'validity to 
an adoption. 

t I tMhk may bo extended to the whole of India j at least a mcent 

refenmoh made on the subject to our diflerenfc Residents at Roreign Oonrts has clearly 
established that the previous sanction of the guporior Governmentis essentml to the validity 
of adoptions in Cases like the present under the Governments of CWalior, Indore, Sattara^ 
Bhopal, Baroda, and in the petty States of Bundelcund, Mehidpore, Kimar, Bahluupom, 
and others of Guzerat.—Fide Report of Mr. Hart, the Enam Conimisaioner, in the Southern 
Mhhratta Country, clateepho 27th March 

t Circulars wore also, I lind, issued to the same otfect by Mr. Chaplin, Oommissidner ■ 
iu the Deccan, in 1822, founded, of course, .pii the practice which existed imder the 
Beislwa’s Government. . ' 
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micl the Ho^ Direetoi’^ have in their despatch 

of the llth Jiihe 1834;, given instvucfcioBS iis to the principles on 
which applications for permissjon to aclopt^^'complied pV' 
refused- Xlut I need not dwell further on th ; we have before us 

an auibentip and miHiite ilkstratiGU custom in the case of :1;he 

adoption % ZaUim Singes widow^ referred to in the 15tl.i paragraph of 
this Minate; In that case an Officer was deputed oa the part of,the 
Oaekwar to the cerernonies of adoptioih by wliom a kkillut^' 

oiv dress of investitnrep was coM^^ the adoption being, fnially ratiiiod, 
by a Sunnad or Patent^^^l^^ His Highaess Anund Bow Gaekwur. 

For this proof we are indebted to Tukt Sing himself; since, stmiige to say, 
the case of Zalum Singes widow is cited as a precedent support of his 

adoptibn by Prithee Singes widow. Even in the former casG; how¬ 
ever, the right to adopt was resisted^ and Very nearly with siiecoss by 
Eclur, aS: m ti;njust infringemeiit of its rights. I shall hereafter have occa¬ 
sion to allude to these adoptions/and to show that the first is inapplica¬ 
ble, and that the second was no adoption at all. 

68. It only, therefore, now I'cmains to show fct the adoption of 
Tukt Sing's sou never received the required sanction of the British 
and Gaekwar Governments as Lords Paranaoiint. The consent of both 
Governments W’'aB requisite in this case, Mourassa and Byer being' 
depoiuient on the former, as^ succeeding to the rights of the Ex« 
Peishwa and Ahmeduuggur on the latter. In his lettert Captain Lang 
reported as follows:—No mention of the adoption made by the 

Maharajah Tukt Sing in any of his letters to me, nor any application 


: * 1'h© rollowiag extract fwm a letter from Captain French, Toraiorly Oflieiatingf 
PolifciCiU Ag^ont at iToflhpor^ even provea that the same oiistom exists;in Rajasthan'"In 
Kajpoofcana, o.ii tke ■cleabh of a Thakoor, iiia estate reverts to tho l^dj^ and is ^vou bo JiiiB 
successor on the paym'cnt of the Hookiimnama,” or fee of inyestitiiro. There, too, tlio 
Miijeu adopts,, bat the riilo is fTom i/w? nearest cX /‘lei'll or their Dfispring.”—Letter dated 7fch 
. June 18'15, Lastly,,although in practice the formal recogniitiou of adoptious may not now 
exist in Itajiasthau, T am able to cite Colonel Sirfcberlaud as my aiithoriby for stating that 
an. appeal in disputed cases lies to the Sovoreigii, ‘"In the houses of ioudal Chiefs the 
eatno rnles prevail as in sovereigo houses, and fcho adoption ia made without referonoo to 
the BovereigDt authority, although the Sovoreiguds, entitled to judg(3 of'.tlm validity 
of the adoption when appeals against it are made to his But. this is done 

with great delicacy, Fide Cpldnol SatherlarLd’s letter to the CovernmoiQfc of India 
dated the 2nd Becembor ISI3. 

t Letter dated the SStli September 18 IL 
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preferred ollain for it ^ without Wliidlij 

-agreeably to the usage wldch prevailed when His Highnegs tbe.Guelcwac 
managed this province through his own Officers; the adoptidn Would havp 
been aUagUker inVaUi; to say nothing of the attenrpt to 

iimpose on Government by antedating the writingj so^ as to make ib 
appear altogether hnconnected with the succession to Jodhporo, 

■ : 69. 1 believe I have now noticed all the evidence which has been 

.< adduced for and against the adoption of Tukt Sing's son, except a letter* 
: dated Shravun Vud the iSth Sumbut 1902, A. n. 19th August 131:6, 
addressed to Tukt Sing by the widow of Prithee Sing, acknowledging 
that When her son, Bulwunt Sing, died, Tukt Sing . succeeded to the 
Abmednuggur State; but that, to enable her to forget her sorrows, he 
gave Juswunt Sing in adoption, but adding ,'' still yo«s remained lord and 
masteT” which could not, of course, have been the case had there been 
a bond fide adoption. This, however, proceeding from a deeply interested 
party, scarcely deserves even this cursory notice, 

70. Both Colonel Sutherland and Mr, Greathed acq^uit Tukt Sing 
of the charge of deceiving Government in respect to the adoption. The 
foriner Officer remarks tf—The testimony of Maharaj Tukt Sing ^that is, 
be it observed, of the party accused,) and the reasoning of Mr. Greathed 
are finite conclusive to his miud that His Plighness is innocent of the 
feaud which is attempted to fix upon him of post-dating the deed 
of adoption, which, I think, there can be no doubt, was executed on 
the death of his brother, Prithee Sing, by his widowjin conformity with 
the declared wish of her husband. Whatever may have been informal 
ill that instrunaent appears to have undergone correction on the eve 
of the Maharajah’s departure for Jodhpore ; but this cannot be held to 
invalidate the adoption, nor would it, I believe, be iiivalid had there 
been no written instrument, for there the child is still in the arms of 
the widow of Prithee Sing. Colonel Sutherland afterwards reiterated J 
this opinion and the remark that there could be no doubt of the validity 


* TMi? forms enclojaure No. Q to Appendix B. to Mr, Greatlied'a Boport, elated the 
;24tli^Ocfc0b8r:3^l5,- 

t Iiotter to tlie (Sroveittment of India dated tlie 16feh May 1310. 
t Lefctor to tlio Qoverajpeiit of diidia dated t.U© lOth Juno 

a M 
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ortlie adoption;/ child is still at A ui the arma 

additive mother. Bat this appeai\s ip teumiag; fon 

granted the yeryi p Before any weight can be attached 

to the foci arms/^ it mrely ought to 

bo shown that it was properly so placed under the usual forms and 
saiaotion$/ When was lirsi communicated to Mr, Greathed> 

that goatlpmau diw attention^ to the vagueness of the proofs by 
wdrieh it was supported, erroneoKisIy inferring that the charge solely rested 
on the reports of Captain Langes Karkoon. He therefore observed 
that, imtil fiWther and oonclusive evidence was produced^ be should give 
credit to ^ukt Singes asseYeration of the autliority of the deed, as , such 
an act of meanness and trickery that imputed to him is. foreign to his 
character* When this opinion was given the persons who bad attested 
the deed had not been e:saim and 1 cannot discover that Mr. Oreatbed 
has ever answered the strong and convincing facts which were 
afterwards adduced by Captain Langt in support of the charge- 
Greathed has, however, endeavoured to reconcile the couilictin^ 
ments by supposing that Captain Lang’s Karkooii mistook tlm ptomuL 
gation of the adoption for the execution of the deed, and thus gave rise 
to the charge of falsification. I can, hovvever, find no proof in these pro¬ 
ceedings for this influence. J Both Colonel Sutherland .and Mr, 
Greathed are sensible of the serious nature of the charge, the former 
admitting that, if Tukt Sing was concerned in the fraiiduient triansacr 
tion of antedating the deed of adoption/^ it would be so discreditable 
as to render him unworthy of the throne of Marwar. 

71. On a review of all the circumstances couneeted with the 
adoption, I regret that I caxmot coincide in opinion with Colonel vSufcher- 

* Letter io the Goverameat of India elated the 2Ifch OctotOr 1846. '' • 

t Hamoly, in Ms letter dated tt© 25th April 1846. 

J It eppeara fco be foancled on a passage in Tnkt Sing’s ksb khnreeta, where, in allu¬ 
sion to the Karkoojn*s Report, he states he ia nnahlo to judge whether his (tbe Karkoou’s) 
fiftntoTnenfcs are of his own invention, or at the snggestion of someiiitorested peraon, or 
iiio reetilt of'misappreken^i of the cleod having hecn wiltien on that day in cons©* 
quence of some additional attestations having been added to the doc ament on the eve of 
Ms dopartitro. Accepting t)iis explanation, it may foe. askod what poasible faith can b© 
placed in a doonment drawn up in October IW and attested in part in October 18451 
Tukt Siiig’s admission is a fatal on©/ .. 
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land and Mr. Gr^atbed, .aiul the fmiid imputed; to 

him* I rio TiOfc believe that thG adoption ooeurred either on the death 
of Prithee Sing, or ou the death of his posthumous Bulwunt 'Sing. 
I believe that it was altogether an after-thought, and that Gaptain Lang • 
has established^' that it occurred at the moment, of Ttdct Singes departure 
for Jodhpore;, and^ consequ after his eleotion to the sova-eignty 
of Marwar had been announced to him. In 1841 he could not with 
prophetic vision have fores^e^^^ the splendid fortune which awaited him 
in 1848ian(i I cannot conceive it possible that Tukt,Sing, an intelligent 
ami active young man, would have renounced his paternal estate, in 
lavout of his son merely to assuage the grief of his sister-in-law; 
stiU less conceive that .such an extraordinary event, had it really 
occurred, could have been concealed from Captain Lang and have been 
unkhown in the province in whte^^^ occurred. The different versions 
which Tukt Sing h^ given of the transaction, his coneealment 

of the event at a tinie when his personal interests^^i^^^ him to avow 
it, the internal evidence afforded by the deed itself of something being 
wrong, the testimony of the principal attesting witnesses of the falsifica¬ 
tion, of the deed, constitute such a strong body of evidence as cannot be 
resisted or he shakened by the , previous fair character of the party 
who is ghilty of the deception, I have arrived at this conclusion with 
the greater regret, because Tukt Sing’s character previous to his removal 
to Jodhpore was most excellent, and had attracted the favourable 
notice of Government.t I ean only, therefore, suppose that the proverbial 

^ la Itis lotter dated the September 18-14 this ()ffioer obsorv'es r-'^'^TO^ of 

adoption .ia aatedMed two make it appear tlmfc lie was adapted whea 

this lady (the widow of Prithee Eaj) lost her own infant child in September 1841, and that 
, he, aiul not Tukfc Sing, had been Eajah of Ahmednuggiir from that period. It is on. this 
gronnd that His Highness the Mahariyah of Jodhporo now claims Abraednnggm* as the 
w ther^itmciy of 'fm sen. ; but there is no question that Tukt Sing himself . sncceoded hag . 
infant nephew and retained possession of Ahmeduaggnir as Rajah up to the timp of his 
election in potober 1643 to the guddeo of Marwar, adciy or tim hejore his departu¥e^ ■ 
hi f/ave hU sm to te I much regret that the X&IaHar^j should have 

condescended to this acfc*of deoeptiou, which must be regarded' as a strong proof of the 
internal nature of hia dlaim to retain .(Ihuiodniiggur for his son if examined and decided . 
.onits owii ments 

f Ei^pteiulbMm the death of his brother, Prithee Sing, when his oonduot was most , * 
exemplary in pi’eyeuting the widows from becoming, aooording to the euf^tom. bf the 
family, and for which he rocoived some substantiui xnarks of the favour of 
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, attachrnetit of a Eajpoob for liis paterniil Qeras, or-inlien'tancej for a 
' . , . . time ov'ercaine Ins sense of lionour and rectitude, and that,;feeling eon- 

. scions that his eleetioh and adoption into the Jodhpore line involved the 
forfeiture of Ahraednuggur and its depeiidendies, and anxious, to prevent 
that Chiefship passing into a family for whom he entertains an heredi¬ 
tary hatred, be resorted to this fraudulent adoption as the only tnode'^ 
he could devise of retaining the possession in his own family, But 
' , admilting, for the sake of argument, that Tukt Siiig has been.rightlj 

acquitted by the Political Authorities in Marwar of this grave charge, arid 
that the adoption really occurred in November 184'!, it is of no avail for 
Tukt Sing’s purpose, since it has been clearly shown to. be null rind, 

, void, so far as affects the retention of Ahinednuggur, in conseqrienoe, 

of its never having been confirmed by the British and Gaekwar Gbvern- 
nlerits, to say nothing of the various legal objections to the adoption 
pointed out in the §6th paragraph of this Minute. 

72. The charge preferred against Tukt Sing is rendered tile more 
probable from the fact that he is clearly guilty of having practised 
another deception on the Political Authorities in Marwar, and throngh 
them on the Government of India. I refer to his having’, about, six 
iuonths after his arrival at Jodhpore, endeavoured to persuade them that 
he was never i\ie de jure Chief of Ahmednuggari but merely liegeijt, 
administering the affairs of the estate on behalf of his son. I beg to 
refer to paragraphs 46 and 47 of this Minute, explaining the circnni- 
stanees under which Tukt Sing made this bold assertion, and to the 
remarks I have made, showing that, In fact, no adoption occurred . in 1841, 
and, consequently, that the assertion must be false. 


GoTeniment. Here, however, I would remark, aadltiotial ovidenoe; against the adoption.' 
may bedediifod. Hadittheii taken place, one of its objects‘would, doubtless, have been 
.5 to prevent the saerilide. Can it, however, be suppoeoci that, under suolx oircnmstaaces, 
tbo adoption would, have been kept secret from the British iuthorities in tli'cMuh^o 
Kawta? ' y-^ 

Capfcmn Iiatig bears favoiirablo testiTnoiiy to fclte Haliarajith’s previous cbavacfc'cr, in a 
Jottop clatectthe Ufcb 

Captain Wallace in his Ileport of f,hc tlOtli Nbreinbor .18^16, p^^bagraphti 4 l;o 6, offbrs:! 
fionu^ very so-TJ^ible remarl^g on the adoptionj, to wliioh 1 bog to ifeCer as coniimatorr of 

the vii3w 1 taken 
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' ■ 7:i. Tho following facts will explain Takt Siug’^s real position at. 

ilhmednuggur at the petiocl of his transfer to Jedhpore i^His 
Kura. Singi Chief of Ahmednuggur, died in 1835,* find was svicceeded by 
his eMeat son. Prithee Sing, w Decembe*,' 1889,t leaving 

pua of his widows, She gave birth to a son on the 23rd Ma/1840,J. who 
was named .Billwant Sing, and w-as imiaediately recpguiised by Croyernmeiit 
as heir to the State ;§ his uncle, Takt Sing, declared his guardian and 
Regent during his. minority. This infant died on the 28th Septcmher 
1841, and, when reporting the oooiirrence, Captain Lang stated !|(-~ By 
this event Tukt Sing sacceeded to the guddee./' and on the 8th November 
he was recognized as successor in the following teniis t—“■The Goveruor 
in, Gohncil is pleased to anthorize Tukt Sing, the uncle of the deceased, 
being acknowledged by Captain Lang, on behalf of the British Govern- 
toeut, as euoeessoi’ to the vacant gCiddee.'’'’ Hence it appears that from 
the 6th December 1839 to the 23rd May 1840, a period of five months 
.and seven days, the succession to the Chiefship of Ahtnednnggur remained 
in abeyahce iiending the result of the widow’s pregnancy p Tukt Sing, 
however, becoming the de facia administrator of its affairs. That 
oh the birth ef Bulwunt Sing he was, as a matter of course, declared 
heir to ;the estate, his uncle, Tukt Sing, being appointed Regent and 
guardian. Finally, that, on his death in September 1841, Tukt Sing 
was TorniaUy recognize by Government as Chief of Ahmednuggur. It 
follows, therefore, that Tukt Sing was at the time of his election and 
adoption into the Jodhpore family, and for more than two years 
previous to that event, both and de jure the acknowledged Chief 

of Ahmednuggur and its dependencies. 

74. On the receipt of the letter from the Government of Indi.u 
dated the 18th July 1846, Captains Lang and Wallace were re(iuired1[ 


*. Tukt Sing’s .khoreeta, ; Appendix B. to Jfr. Gi-oathed’s Keport dated the SittU 
OotoberTSta.; ; , 

f OapfcBin I^arig’s letter dated 12th Beoeinab or 18S9. 

J Kale^^ . 

§ MV. Chief Bocretary Eeicrft letter to Mr. Boyd, dated the 31st Axigust 1840, 

'll Captain Laiig^s letter dated 4th Odfcohov 1841, , V 

Qovenimonb letter dated the,6th .November 1840. \ s 
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to rq>ort wlietlier^T^^^ Sing wag informed of lii«s recognition by Govern- 
meni as givcoessotvto his mphew to stato ia whose name and 
autliorifcy the a^fair^ of AhraednOggur were ndministerecl during, tho 
tvTd y0ar$^w intervened between the death of Balvrunt Sing and 
Tukt Singe's rdeparture^^^ Jodhpore* Tlte former oiScerj having be^Uit 
transferred Kanta'to Kaity not i^eplied ,to these' 

qu^atlon'g,^ but Captain: Wailace has afforded the followiag information —- 
No eOHimumeatioxi was made to Mabahaj Tukt Sing of the oonfirraatiou 
of Qoveniment on bis successiou oivthe death of his nephew> Bulwunfc 
Sm^y tKere mi(l m biker The affairs) have 

been conducted ever since the demise of Prithee Sing in ike name .of 
Tuhi Singi only up to ike period of his departure for Jodkpore/wkew.' 
dimoimt Sing ^0 na^m legan first to appear in the letters addressed to this 
Agency:\. ■ _ ; 

75. It Is scarcely to be credited that Tukt Sing would, have 
attempted a deceptioii ill a matter when detection on enquiry was most,, 
certain. That lie did so is proved beyond doubt by the facts stated in 
the tvyo preceding paragrafihs^ obtained!from the records of Government, 
of previous date to this dispute. I regret^ also, to observe that the Maba-- 
rajah has persevered in his misrepresentation, even after it had been 
exposed by Captain Lang, and has aggravated his offence by" resorting 
to a quibble altogether unworthy of the high position be has recent 1}^ 
attaiiied. Iii his last khureetaj he states, with reference to the death 
of im nephew, Bulwunt Sing, that he merely reported the event, 
but never wrote§ that either he or his son, Juswunt Sing, had thereby 

Itia lotfcer dated SOfcli Nov©mt(3r 184^* paragraph r, 

f Tin's is another strong fact againfst the aliegod adoption of Jn^wnnfc Stag’ in 
NovombOr 1841, for on awch an event his name would- surely have been introdneod i,dto 
the publtc correspondenco of the State. 

, t Aceompmximepfc to Mr. Oreathed\s Boport of May 184<J, 

§ T atmox ti*imslafcion of Tukt Siiig’s Reports of tho bh’fch and d^th of his nephew. 
Had the alleged adoption occitrrod, it is reaaonablo to suppdse that it would hove been - 
repoi*ted when he aniuniaced Balwuut Sing’s death 

*' To Captain I^ang, Political Agent in tlie i^hhoe Kanfca, M<’f‘h(iroj Adi.c<jiyi Mahar^J Tukt 
Bing writes from AhmednuggUr» after eompliraohts, as follows j—A ll is we U here* .write to 
tne of your >volfare. 1 soud this hmikook^^e (letter of glad tidings) to aequamfc yon 
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becomo .RuMpI ! ‘'If," be observes, ",the' Hon'ble the tiovernor la 

Council, was so kind as . to ■ convey his consent to the'measure, the 
Mtiharajali does .hot comprehend why, notwithstanding this extrema 
eoa^-escension on the part of the Hoii^’ble the Governor, tip to this day' 
no miUeu communication on ' the subject has reached him. Had such been 
received, the reigning Chief of Ahinednuggur would have apprised the 
flon’blc the Governor of the actual position of afiuirs, and liiig reply 
would have proved a happy solution of the real merits of this unpleasant 
controversy.” I have elsewhere alluded to the inflated language in which 
Ahmeduuggur and its Chief are referred to in the eoiTespondenee from 
IVIarwar. It pains me to remark that Tukt Sing nmst be well aware 
that difcot communications from Government respecting succession to 
estates so insignificant and unimportant as that of Ahmednuggur are 
never made. The decision of Government' is merely intimated to the 
Political Officer in charge of the district in which they are situated; 
■accordiugljt, on reference to the records of the Secretariat, I find th^t no 
letter, was addressed to Kurn Sing, or to Prithee Sing, in 1835, or 
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A'htticdnuggm. It has bee'u . contended that the Cbiefslup may be 
retained either by Tukt Sing or by his family on , either of the four 
Mowing grouiKls :—!^ ill right, his accession to, the Jodh- 

por^ thrpne not having/according to the usages of Rajasthan, affected, 
his right to retain possession ; %nd, in right of his eldest son, Juswnnt 
Sing, to whom |t descends as an inheritance, in the same manner, as . 
it would have done had his father died; S'/d', by its descending to his; 
eldest son in virtue of his alleged adoption hy Prithee Singes widow, or 
otherwise by adoption j and 4 by transfer to a younger sou. A fifth 
mode has been suggested by Colonel Sutherland, namely, that of election 
hy the Sirdars and others having a right to choose a Ruler for themselves 
aecordiiig to the practice prevailing in Rajasthan. I shall remark on 
each of them in the above order. 

77. And, first, in regard to Tukt Sing’s claim to retain the, estate 
in his own right, the Maharajah appears at first to have been fully 
sensible that his adoption into the Jodhpore family involved the for" 
feiture of his family possessions, and it was, I conceive, solely with the 
view of avoiding the forfeiture that he resorted to the fraudulent adoption 
already exposed. I endeavoured to make the Political Authorities in 
Marwar believe that he was never the actual Chief of Ahmednuggur. 
In his interview with Captain Lang’s Karkoon, however, Tukt Sing 
admitted,* “ when I left Ahmednuggur to take possession of the J odh- 
pore throne, c/aw on that estate was given up.” Although Colonel 
Sutherland .appears to have changed his opinion, he also, in the first 
instance, thought that the paternal estate was forfeited. ‘‘As Tukt 
Smg, he observed,t* has telinepeis/ted his A.hmednuggUT Ghtt^ship J^ot 
ike sovereignty of Marwar, vikivA. is to become of this possession ?” 

7‘8. Soon after he hadseeured the Jodhpore throne, however, Tukt. 
Sing hegaii to contend that the. guddee of Ahmednuggur had not, accord" 
ing to the usages of Rajasthan, become vacant by that event, and that 
he was at liberty to retain it or to dispose of it in any manner ho 
thought fit. With the view of ascertaining this point, the Government of 

60 of this 

t Letter to the Gorornmont of India, dated fclio Sind Deceinbor 1643 . 
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India resolto submit five questio!ns to the five principal Ourbars^t 
the firi^t of which was as follows 

If the .Cliief State be elected to tho Clilefehip of 

another Stafe;, and accepts the Ghiefship of such SttUC;» does he thereby 
forieit all his rights of 0?ere% the State first possessed by 
To this the Joclhpore Durbar without hesitation replied The So vereign, 
retain,s all his rights over his original patrimony oa election to anotber.f 
It seems very probable that this question, involving, of eoui\se, doubta^ 
ou the. subject/encoiiraged Tuk^^ Sing to main tarn thnt ho had 
an inhoreat right to retain Ahmednuggnr, and that, as the discaBBipii 
proceeded, he became bolder and bolder in his demands* When, how^eyer, 
the orders of the Hon^ble Court of Directors were received/that the 
case should undergo further enquiry, .the Maharajah was required by 
Mri Greathed to furnish '^further and more substantial account of 
the grounds on wdiich he considered himself entitled to retain Ahmed-*- 
nuggar in his family/^ It was in reply to this call that Tukfc Sing 
Mdressed to Mr. Greathed the khureeta dated the fitli October 1845/: 
in which he argues that he has a right to keep Ahmednuggnr, and that 
it does not revert to Edur on two grounds :§ LviJ, on the adoption of 
Juswunt Sing by Prithee Singes widow; and on his own inherent 
right to retflin it, notwithstanding his own adoption into the Jodhpore 


Letter from tli© Government of India dated tiio a7th January 18‘I4, 


t la^.-^Oodeyporo. 
. S^w&i-r Jodlipore. 


m. 


I 3rd.“~J©ypore. 

I dtA.—Bickaneer. 

-Bhoondee,. 


;j: Aocompaniment to Mr. Greathed’s letter dated the 2Uh October 18-15. 

§ Mr; Gre^thM is of opinion that this douhle title is not, as inferred by Captain Lang, 
brought forward with the view of mixing up the grounds and drawbig a strengtheiiGd title 
out of their fusion, bat that their co-exisfceuce is fortuitous and rather disadvantugeoua to 
Tttkt Bihg than otherwise, as, it constitutes the chief point of intricacy in the discussion, 
Tukt Sing’s mcatdri^ is, that hut for the giving in adoption of Juswunt Sing to his sister-. 
hidaw, ah act which appears to have been the result of pidvato and net political con-* 
sidcrationa, ho would have been at liberty, afl;er his accession to Jodhpore, by the usages 
of Rajar!itha.n, to have proBorved AhmGdnuggnr as an appanage to Marwar, or to have 
continued the separate existence of his paternal house by giving a younger son in adop-- 
tion to Ilia brother’s widow. The latter mode of disposal obtains his x>referencei’’ 

Mr. Gfehthed may have very correctly doscribed the Mahorajah’s wishes; which 
are, hbwever, ’oi,ip03ed to Hindoo, law and the customa and usages both of Eajasthan 
and GviKcrat.'.'' 

" ■ , Vv „. ■’ 



-line. ' The liryt gi^oiiiul has Ui{?fp6ged of; tbo second 

appoai’S to me to be equally invalid and untenable. ^ . 

■ , 79. Ill his first Idiureeta Takfc ^ing asserts By the custom o 
Rajasthan the right and title to original posaessioa does not become 
invalid/xuid is not set aside by the acquisition of anotheiV baritage and 
dominion ;^’ and the assertion is repeated in the note of tlia Jodhpore 
V^akeeh forwarded with Mr. Greathed^s letter of the 6th May 1846i 
The assertion/howeyer^ as I shall now i>roceed to show^ is contrary both 
to Hindoo law and Rajpoot usage. ' ^ 

80. Omitting Jodhpore as a deeply interested party; the replies 
to the reference to the Durbars of Rajasthan, noticed in paragraph 
78; are unanimous that a Chief elected from one State to another, and 
,a distinct sovereignty thereby, forfeiis all rights in the State originally 
possessed. The Oodeypore Durbar states:—^^The Chief thus elected 
forfeits all rights of sovereignty in the State first possessed by him.” 

The Jeypore Durbar states The title of the elected Chief becomes 
extinct as regards the former Chiefship, and it is vested in his sons 
or other blood relation^.” 

The Boondee Durbar statesShould the new territory be, a branch 
or fief of the former State, the right will hold good; but in the evCut of 
its being entirely separate, then the claim will depend on the conditions 
upon which the election was made in the first instance.” , 

The Bickaneer'^ Durbar states :—He becomes the Chief of the State 
to which he is adopted, and forfeits all claim to the former State.-'^ 

The Jodhpore Durbar alone, influenced, no doubt, by their Sovereign, 
maintains the opposite doctrine :— 

^tThe Sovereign retains all his rigdris over Lis origiiml patri 
on election to another. ^ But,^ as is justly observed by Captain Laug/f 

* Groat weight IS clue to the opinion of thb Durbar, for we learn from Colonel 
Toil llifit “it in an offset of Marwar, its Princes being scions of the honso of Jocla, who 
esfcablishea themsolvea by conqi^esb an the iiortliem frontier of the parent State/’—Kile 
0 / 

t Letter elated 20th Tmie 18:15, paragroph , 
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this , reply may al:> once be act aside/ both as Coming from one of 
the parties .affected by the question at issue and as being in itself utterly 
unreasonable.' Major Tlioresby, moroover, admits* that the replies from 
JodKpore ‘'are deserving of little consideration / he might. I thinkj have 

J81. In corroboration of the opinion of the four Durbars above 
recited, I would refer to the 80th, 31st, and 32nd paragraphs of this, 
Minute, proving, on the authority of Colonel Tod, that an elected and 
adopted Chief does forfeit his paternal Chiefship. In addition to the 
instances therein cited, 1 would now add the following exception to 
the general rule, proving the rule itself The present pos'sessor, 
Heeralap, is au adoption from the Ghieftaiuship of Koon; hit, conkary to 
edablu'hed%mge,\x^ holds hqth Heeralap and Koon, his parent fief, whereby 
he has a complex character and conflicting duties to fulfil.” The Poli¬ 
tical Authorities in Marwar will, I think, admit that on all points relat¬ 
ing to the customs and usages of Rajpoots, a more unexceptionahle 
aathoiity eahiiot be cpioted than the able annalist of Eajasthau. His 
research was unbounded ; the compilation of his history was a labour of 
love, and he so completely identified himself with his subject as, in , his' 
euthuBia.sti 0 administration of the deeds performed “by tlie sons of 
Joda,,” to have exhibited for the Rajpoot ra,ce generally a fondness almost 
parental. On this high authority I learnJ that au adopted Chief 
“ ouyht lu forget that he had any other futUer than km he mcceeiUd” 

82. Five precedents, however, have been brought forward^ by 
Tukt Slug in support of his argument that au adopted Chief does not 
tbrfeit his paternal estate. Of these, the first occurred in .leypore, the 
second in Bickaneer, the third in Kotah, the fourth in Rampoora, and 
the fifth in Deoleea. I cannot undertake positively to assert that none 
of these cases are exactly parallel to the one under diseus-sion, but I 


Lpttioi' dated 2rat May 1844, Captaiti J,.ang obsorves tliey aroj so tar useful “an 
Btiowing boyond a doubt , tlie positioa in wliioli Tukt S}ng considers ,Ahiueduii*guf 
placed with regard to Jodhporo.” ; , r 

f A'linaUnf ' 

j tm. Voi. u.. p. iae. v , 

. g rut-’ Appendix V. to Jlr. Groutlied's Itopdrt dated the S-lth Oiitober 18 
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have alresidy provotl that^ adcaiitiiog tliem to be so^ tliey must be regarded> 
like 11)6 ease of Deoghiuv noticed in paragr4)h 82_, and Hint of Ileeratap^ 
ill paragraph 8 b as exceptions to the goiieval rule. ; 
bo'Vexfeiv and apparently on good grounds^ contests*^ four of 
cedents* With respect to the first;^ or Jeypore^ preeedehb he remarks that- 
it does i)ot refer to a case of adoption at alb but to that of a yonng^yr 
brother^ who is, stated to have succeeded to the elder as next of kin, at 
the same time retainin 


g the estate he previously enjoyed from Oodey- 
porO*, But;, besides this^ it is admitted that the younger brotber was 
deprived by Holkar of the Oodeypore State as the price of assistance 
rendered to him in obtaining Jeypore. With respect to the second and 
third/or Bickaneer and Kofcah, instances, their inapplicability is pointed 
out, because the parties adopted were the nearest of kiu/ whereas iu the 
present, or Jodhpore, case of adoption, the rights and claims of the r^earest; 
of kin have been, contrary to general usage, unjustly set 
same objection is also urged against the fourth, or Rampore, case, but is 
not, I think, so clearly established. Captain Lang further objects to 
these precedents, because, with tlie exception of the first, they are merely 
precedents for the re-annexation of fiefs held by younger branches of 
families to the parent State on the possessors themselves/sacceedihg to 
the Chiefships. During a period, therefore, of 2^00 years, only one casein 
point is advanced, namely, that of the incorporation of Deoii with 
Dongurpore, in which case the Chief of the former, being adopted by the 
Chief of the latter, retained both States ; but even in this case, by Tukt 
Singes own showing, the retention 


was ellected by violence* The late 
Rawul of Dongurpore attempted, iu fact, to supplant the Deoii Chief 
by forcibly adopting another son. To prevent a disturbance of the public 
peace, the British Government was obliged to interfere, and finally 
decided in favour of the Deoii Chief.f Captain Lang, however, states 
that ' the incorporation of these two States is regarded by all clashes in 
the Mahee ICantli, in ignorance of the grounds on which it was effected, 
as a great hardship on the Dongurpore family. 


^ Letter dated tlie 25 th April 1846. 

t Diilpxit Sing. *‘ln 1827 Koonr Dalput Smg, wlio had been adopted out of the 
Pertabghur family, and who had thereby become heir apparent to the throne, was, witli 
the sanction of the Rawal, appointed a/ the 

JfoMve Btateii oJ 
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S;J. I lxay 0 alluiled to these precedetiis^ bei«g , iinwilliiig to omit 
my part of the evideBce oa w Tukt Sing grounds his claim to 
retail! AlnBednugginy Even howevorj supposing that tliese cases were 
exactly parallel to hi^ no avail iinder the orders 

of the Hon'ble Goiir^^ of Directors, that the present question shall be 
determined acxwdin the bpinions and customs of Guzerat/and not 
Hccording to those of Rajasthan. Besides this, I would remark that the 
irregular pyecedOints of tinsettled times are not applicable to the present 
state of India, or, at all events, to that large portion of it under the 
control of the British Government, where happily might no longer 
OOnstittites right/^ Colonel Sutherland has justly observed Wefind 
ainongst Rajpoots so many precedents regarding adoptions, elections, ami 
successions, there being no laws, national or international, on such matters 
with vrbieh he is acquainted/^ To which Captain Lang has very aptly 
remarked if —Five precedents, I imagine, could he selected from Rajpoot 
aunaJs that had not been more or less influenced by undue authority 
from w'ithout or faction within ;^" but in the present case, when Govern¬ 
ment is required to decide as the paramount power, no precedents slioukl 
be admitted which are not founded on some acknowledged just laws> 
Such as the Hindoo Shasters or other law of inheritance, so as to promit 
either party Irom denying their validity.” Tried by this test, the whole 
of the precedexits quoted by Tukt Sing are inadmissible. 

84. Tukt Sing, however, also cites in support of his claim the case 
of Ills own brother. Prithee Sing, who, after having been adopted by the 
widow of Purtab Sing, Chief of Mourassa, on the death of his father, 
Kuyn Sing, succeeded also to Ahmednuggur, the paternal estate, and 
held both as long as he lived; whereas, on the supposition of adoption 
involving forfeiture of naturaL rights. Prithee Sing would have beou 
excluded from the succession, and Ahmednuggur would, in consequence, 
have devolved upon himself as the younger brother of Prithee Sing. 
This case at fe*st sight^^ ^1^ very plausible, and is much relied on by 
Mr. Greathed. The case, however, has been misrepresented. There 


^ Lettei’ to ttio Goyernment of India dated the SOth Octohor .184(1. 
t Letter dated lOfch Novojnbor 184o, 
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ar(^ the strongest, groiinds for believing that there was no adciptiun sit all;, 
but'tbat Prithee Sing succeeded to Mourassa and Aiimednuggiir by; right 
of inheritance. Admitting, however, the revei’se, the adoption was sdto¬ 
gether invalid, because it did not receive the sanction, of the sdperio.r 
Government, of the necessity of which there oan he no dotlbt from thd:. 
precedent of Zaliim Sing’s widow, noticed at length in paragraph 67 of 
this Minute. , ■ ''-A'; 

85. Fortunately this point had been discussed by Captain; Lang 
before the commencement of the present dispute, and that Officer had* 
shown that the ground on which Prithee Sing in the first instanice, and 
after him Tukt Sing, succeeded to the Marwar share of Mourassa,'in 
coDjunetioii with Ahmednuggur, was, that Mourassa had always Been 
regarded by our local officers as forming part of the .AhiaednugguV , 
Slate. " It is not,” he observed,* ^ as the blood relations of the adapted 
son alone that the Ahmednuggur and Edur families have a riglit to 
claim Mourassa before the British Government can claim.” Zalum Sing, 
who first adcipted a son, was the full uncle of the then Ea,jahs of Edur 
(Gumbur Sing) and Ahnnednuggur (Kurn Sing) and also of Purtab 
Sing, Kiiru Sing’s younger brother, whom he adopted. Had Zalum 
Sing not adopted, Mourassa must either have reverted to Edur or 
Ahmednuggnr, or, perhaps, have been divided between them, “ 'There- 
ibre the adoption of Purtab Sing cannot interfere with their right as 
heirs failing the direct line of descent from Zalum Sing. The adoption 
merely prevented their succeeding at the time by giving Zalum Sing ly 
son, hut their ultimate right is unaffected.” In fact, as already noticed,j- 



* Let<:ei‘ dated tlie Sfcli September 1842. 


t paragraph 21 of this Mimite axid Mr. Chiof Secretary Willongbby’i? summary , 
of tho Edur case dated the 20tU February 1843. This fact was noticed by the Hou’bie M.r. 
Blphinstoue twenty-six years ago “The Chief of Ahmednuggur is the mortal ehomy of 
his cousin, the Ea^ai? of ISdiir, and their eainity is at present carried to the higho-st pitch 
by a dispute regarding Mourassa, which the Ratjah claims as haviag raverteil to him by 
the death of the last Chief without issue, while the Chief of Ahmeclrmggnrbolda it for 
his sou, whom be alleges to have boeri adopted by the deceased^Chief The Chief of 
Ahmedimggur was always rather a rival than a support to the head of the family, and the 
Mourassa Chief, witli most of tlio Futtawufca, established thoirMudephiiderice diaiiig the 
loiigminority of the Hajah.”—Miuuto by Mr. Klphinatonc, Guveriior of .Bombay, dated SBtli 
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tlu) Raj all of Edar has never rdiiK|ui^^^^ his claim to Mowrassii ahd 
. Byer on tho grouDcl that theyr piiginaliy forOiCct ao iiiteg 
his talooka, unjustly wrested from him by his tiiicle. The Rajah of 
Ahraedhuggiu*; on the other haach ^hairxis them as haviag forUied part Of 
a talooka which he alleges was conferred by his grandfather and utiolo 
conjcnutly^^^^ft^ Edm*;, and of which he, as the descendant of the elder of 
the brothers, is the head* In other words, he contends that Ahmcclnug- 
gur,, MouraBsa, and Byer constitute one and not three separate ChiefBhips, 
In support of his view of the case. Captain Lang cites several letters 
iwmled hefore this dispute commenced, and especially an Agreement 
mediated between Gumbur Sing and Kurn Sing in Simibnt 1888, or 
A, D; 1826-^7,^ ill which Mourassa is recognized as appertaining to 
Ahmedmiggur, 

80. But besides this, the only proof which has ever been adduced 
of Prithee Singes adoption by Purtab Sing is the following docamOnt^t 
which does not evw 

To my nephew. Prithee Sing, from Maharajah Partab Sing. I of 
ipy own iVoe will hare adopted you ^ therefore enjoy my estate. Witness 
Rfiinjee Wang of the Huzoor of Annund Row Gaekwar/^ 

The adoptibn of Purtab Sing by the widow of Zalum Sing was not 
confbrinaHd to the usages of Gazerat, but it was ultimately rendered 
Valid by the formal sanction of the paramount Government, Prithee 
Singes alleged adoption, however, is unsupported by evidence or authority 
of any kind, and Captain Lang contends that on Purtab Singes 
death Mourassa passed to Kum Sing, the Chief of Ahmednuggur, 
by right of inheritance. This occurred 20 years ago. Had Prithee 
Sing succeeded to Mourassa by adoption, he would, as a matter of course, 
have forfeited Ahmednuggur ; whereas he died the undisputed Chief of 


fide Captain Lang’s letter datecV the 18th Jantiary 1843/onclosnroa Koa/ 
to 16, The Agveoment is dated Wyaaik Sood lOth Jeswunt 1686, or a, b. 6fch May 1827, 
apd was fomareled to Govorumont with Captain Lang’s letters dated the Oth February 
1841 and 8th Sei^tember 1842, 4 

f t have obtaitied this from a letter from Captaiii (now Xderitmiant-Ooloneb 
dated tho loth August 1838, reporting on the Byer quostioiu I may here: remark that 
i-Vitihee Sing, being the eldest son, was ineligible for adoption. ' 



'i58» 


AirMTIDKUOGUE StJCCRS!?ION.' 


' ' ‘■I, ■ it; A.' ’',f f 


never ev4ir'eh alien ged by-’the Eajliii 
ICdur/ivliicb th no donbt, \Voitld have Imtl it rested on the 

(hlbplion. Wlien^ mereovGi% the Collecior of Ahiaaedabad claimed tiu^Tever- 
sioh of the Marwar share of Mourassa under the cireumstarices stated^^ 
the S^^nd paragraph of this Minute, the claim was resisted on grbiintfe 
gbthev iuclepeiident of the adoption, natnbly, that it had alw 
forraod part of the Ahmeduii^^^ State,^ The validity of the original 
title on this ground might probahly have been. contteBted, but 20 years* 
lindisttirbed possession has established it*t The real facts of the Mori- 
rassa adoption appear to have been as follows ;~l?urtab Sing was adopted 
with the concurrence of the Gaekwar Goveniment by Zakim Singes 
widow. He died in Sumbut 1876, a, b. 1819-20, when Mourassa la 
reality devolved, not, as supposed by Mr. Greatbed, to Prithee Sing, but 
to his father, Kiim Sitig4 who enjoyed it up to his death in 18S5, 
Prithee SiJig then succeeded to the Chiefehip of Ahtnednuggur, molucKvig 
Moiirassa, and held both up to the period of his death in 1839. .In like 
manner, Tukt Sing, after the death of his nephew, succeeded to the 
nhitod Chiefship, which he could not have done had Prithee Sing been 
trunsforred by adoption into Zalum Singes Hue. 

87. The correspondence respecting the Mourassa adoptions eith 
could not have been in Mr* Greathed’s possession, or must have entirely 
escaped his observation; otherwise,in arguing against the reversionary claim 


It ia cliiefty on this right (obsexTes Gs-ptain Iiang) as they call it by oonquosit, iuitl 
the civmimatancepf two of the brothers, Zlalura Bing and Ameor Sing, having ooDtittued 
to reside with tSeir families at Ahmednnggnr oyer after, that the several .Rajaha who 
have possoSHod Ahmednuggnr siuoe Myram Singes death have claimed the re version, of 
Alourassa and Byor on the failtire of direct heirs, asserting that they Conatitufce one State, 
not three separate Ohiefships; that Zalum Sing and Ameor Sing, in fact, received their 
porgunnahs from Siigi’am Sing, partly, indeed, as a maintenancei, but chiefly as liis 
Deputitjapr Thannadars. 

f These remarks are chiefly taken from Captain Xangh letter dated the 25th 

t This fact is inadvertently,admitted by Tukt Sing in his first kliareetavdated the 
12th December 1843 

Sing became sottled in authority at Kbarassa, and having no son, he adopted 
Pttrtab Sing, wherefore Maharajah Ifiiw &mg heewme the Oh4(if of iplao^is, 

Ahmedrmggur, Mourassa, and Byev. Kurn Sing had two gon% Prithee Sing and xnyAielf. 
Prithee Sing was Mpokhte of theso three places.’’--* fhIr CVptain LueV^ lette.r dated. 
I3th December 1843. 
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of to succeed to Aliraedim^giiV; lie woiild utev^r liave obsevved 
^/ Thiis has ^en twice tested in the case of the M h^’ancli of 

the which^ h twice become extitret, and twice revist^^^^ by the 

process of adoption/the reversionary clairns of Eilur oh both occasions 
being dis^lo^^ the united British and Gaekwar Govewnionts/^ 
Thepechliar circumBtances under which the firsts by Zaliim Sing's widow, 
was allowed and confirmed has already been explained, and with regard to 
the second, or that of Prithee Sing, it is above shown that np adoption 
occuiTed, or, at all events, that it never received the original coafirnidtion. 
The chief precedent, therefore, on which the Jodhporc Authorities rely 
in support of their assertion that an adopted son does not forfeit his 
own patrimonjf is thus disposed of, their object having been to establish , 
that Prithee Sing, having first obtained Mourassa by adoption, after¬ 
wards succeeded to Ahmednuggur by right of inheritance, and therefore, 
that, a$ Tnkt Sing has now been adopted into the Jodbpore line, he is 
still at* liberty to retain'the fami^^ 

88* Tukfc Sing has also endeavoured to establish that an adopted 
son retaining the family estate in addition to what he may acquire 
through his adoption is conformable to Hindoo law ; and in AppeadixD. 
to Mr. Greathed'iS Report of the a4th October 1845 will be found texts 


* Letter dated the 6th May 184f>. The present Political Agent in the Maliao Kanti'fjj, 
Cai{>taiw W^JiaCe, in his letter dated the 30th November 1840, paragraph 3, observofl 

“In the Brat place, in the Malieo Kanfca adoptions are not the purely family affairs, 
in which ho thi party has a right to interfero, that Maharajah Tukt Sing’s Vakeel would 
represent themv tlm British Government having assorted and enforced the right to 
sanotion pr anmil themin cases of dispute. Witness the important case of Amleearawhen 
an adoption was anmiUed on investigation., the Govornmont of Bombay thus expressing 
its right to do so as the Lord Paramount on the 11th dune 1836. In the present case no 
party can plead presoriptiv^ the dispute commoncea in Ziwwe, and the 

adoption, which one party contests, has n&v0r received the recogniUon necessan/to rmder 'U 
vaKcZ. M writing in September 1842, a year before this case 6f AhtnCd- 

nugglir was mooted, spoke of a Ibrmer adoption of Prithee Sing into the Mourassa ihmily 
as the very in*egular and entirely wnsewetioned adoption of Prithee Bing;’’ and hero 
I beg to correct an error into which the Polifcioal Agent at Jodhpore has fallen in siipM 
phsing that because the Mourassa bran oh of the hJdur family lias been twico renewed 
by adaption, and the reversionary claims of Kdur to that estate disallowed on both 
occasions, by the unitedand Gaekwar Governments, this fact tests the non¬ 
existence of those clahns in right; whereas the decisions of thoso, GovemmentB were 
founded on certain transactions between the famiUes of Edur and AhmOdnuggur 
iinnecesBary to dwdll on here; bat quite unconnected with ih<? adoptions, which were 
hardly noticed at alt,” 

. 'I'o- 








from Grajilli# on wbieli I>e riilompts to ostaWish tliis point.. “Tlieiv 
drift” (observes Mr. Greatlied) appears to be that a widow j$ Wnul to 
adopt a son, except under certain circutBstances, with or without her 
late husband's permission, and that an adopted son does riot tose his tdaim 
to the patrimony left % his real father, provided the veal lather haa no 
other sons. In this i)|sition Maharajah Tukt Sing stands.” 

89.^ Altliough I conceive the remarks coutained in the 66t!i para¬ 
graph of this Minute sufficiently disprove the ahove statement^ I deem 
it proper to explain what is the law of this part of India: on the point 
at issue. Captaih Lang asserts that the rule is, that an adopted son 
forfeits all his rights in his natural father's family j the only' 
exception recognized in the. present Toy, or age of Hindooism, to the 
general rule being, when an agreement has been entered into, at 
the time of adoption that the son given is to perform the obsequies 
and succeed to the property both of his natural and adopted parents. The 
texts adduced by Tukt Sing are, he observes, so mixed up with com¬ 
ments, that it is impossible to ascertain where the former terminate and 
the hitter begin. To clear up this point the Political Agent consulted, a 
Shastree of Guzerat, who deelaresf that he is not aware of any texts in 
the Nirnee Sindhoo or other Grunths allowing an adopted son, if an 

- -—---...- 

* from the Beer Mintiw Oody(^ Gi'mth and tlie NwneQ Bindhocf. A text Iti the 

latter gtttfceH that an adopted son may porform his natural fafchor* *S: faneral Ofosioijuiofi and 
inherit his property in the absence of any other son, aud explains that the text of' Meu^i 
to the contrary refera to cases where there are othei* sons. 

t After stating thfht twelve sorts of sons are I’ecoginzed in the Nirnee Sindhoo, and that 
only two of tliesb Corn'll and JGuttuk) are recogniaed in the present age, ho explains 

i£i nowhere tmUen, that I can asccHwinj that cm adopted son^ dainy an onlu mi of hifi 
n(itwml fedhc'r^ .shall perfo)*rn ih^ Brodh md tM pr0ert^ of his natural father.'^ 

Neither is It written that an adopted 8 oa, if the only ohild of his natural fatlior, shall 
saooecd to hia fatlier^s property, but that, if thoro are other sons, he shall forfeit all claim 
to such property. Ko distinction is made between the two cases. It is nowhere' 
Txiontioned that, in the ovent of there being no otbor son, the son adopted into another 
family ^hall perforih the iSradTh and enjoy the property of his natural father. In the 
Vowaha Myok and Dtiteuk Chuudreoka two sorts df adopted hons are mentioned, 
a real adoption when the sou adopted ceases to have any. claim on his natural fathex* 5 
and, an adoption when, at the time of making it, the nahural father has Btipulatod 
with the adoptive father tliafc he gives hini his son, who is, howeyer, to be thO son of both. 
iTndor such an agreement, if the natural father die withou t other .sons; his Bradh shall be 
performed and his pi'opOrby enjoyed by the adopted sou; hut iMs/rale is not appllcahlh io 
tha present aye^ ihis son of two fathors being inclvded UMongst the teu, hinds 0 / Bom icho are 
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only son, to inhcnfc his natiival rathcr’s property; and tliafc, if any siioli 
tlocKrine exists, he considers ifc must refer to some of the ten dcseriptiops 
of SOBS allowed, in former ages of Hiiidooisrn, but declared by all the 
Shiisters to be or inadmissible> in the K«! .ro^, or present a^e. 

The. same Shastree'also declares that the adoption of a jiersoul, himself 
a father (as in Tutt Sing’s case)> is illegal, and that the law defering 
an adopted son from inheriting his natural father’s property is absolute, 
ecen though an agreeroent were entered into to the eontrary, which, 
though permitted in former ages, is disallowed in the present. In reply 
to, the following questionIn the event of any being adopted by 
another, can he inherit the property of bis natural father ?” the same 
Shastree-states the Shastor it is written that an only son should 
not be given in adoption to another. Should there he many sons, i!.4f 
eldest .PMnwt he given. This is the eiistOtn, but in the event of the. 
natural father, losing his other son, and afterwards dying without heirs, 
then the son whom he may formerly have given in adoption cannot on 
that account, according to the Sbaster, inherit the property of his natural 
father; but in the event of the natural father giving a son into another 
family of, his ;Own race ,and liindred, and afterwards dying without heirs, 
.such son may inherit the T^vo^exty as nearest of Mn, but not as the son of 
the deceased. Of the twelve kinds of sous mentioned in the Shasters, 
oxiQ xs I)w(i hiooshain Puti*, or the son of two fathers, vyho (the 

natural fathei’) at the time of adoption stipulates with the adoptive 
father that he shall lose his rights in his own son, but that he shall 
be considered as belonging to both. Under this agreement the son 
inherits the property of both fathers, but this is not applicable to tho 
present Tog. It is Neesheedh, or inadmissible, as also are nine other 
kinds. Only two, Oww, one’s own legitimate son, and DulUh, an 
adopted son, remain. An adopted cannot inherit his natural father’s, 
property, because his parents have bestowed him on 

another (Ood-uek Tumaek), signifying a certain form of making an 
irrevocable gift, or taking a, solemn oath by |}lacing water in the palrn 


nm %es/iC0<?,A, or.madmissiUe. It is not written in any 8 ,ha 3 e©r‘tliat an adopteU' son can 
in iBut the property ol both fathers in the event of thei-o being no otbor sons, lior tJiat 
.as. long m&n ad(^teci sou exists, no ooll.ateral ivlalions oaii inherit tho! property of hij 
iwtiu-al lathor.— Pwt; eiic.losttro No. 7 to Captain bang’s letter tlatoci 23th Apt'il lgfS. 
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of the hand and giving it iiilo that of another, or swoiulng by it, nncl 
then throwing it on the ground. He who, has been given Jn this way 
loses' all connection with his'natural father : both are separate fro^n each 
'Other. ' 

9(K Aiiother Shastree, named Etigoonath, adtnite* * * § that, by a , 
mutual agreement, an adopted son may be regarded as the son .of both 
parents, and inherit his natural father’s property if there are no other 
eons. No ease of this kind, however, has oceurred to his knowledgeif 
If ho such agreement is made, the adopted son can have no claim on his 
natural father’s property, real or personal. He supports this opihioh by 
original texts in Sanscrit. A third Shastree states, on. the authority of 
the Dhurum Siuclhoo Grunth, a'digest of all Gruuths, that if a man be 
adopted into a superior family, he has no claim whatever to the property 
of his natural father, because he has left the race and family in which 
he was boru and has gone into another. If the adopted son be bm^^ and 
unmarried, he may perform the 800 tuck :% he is also forbidden to marry 
into the familylbr three generations. It is customary to adopt the son 
of one’s brother ; if he has not one, the son of a cousih, next thte son of 
a more distant relation. If there is no sou to adopt from the paternai 
race, it is usual to select one from the mother’s side; hnt'the son selected 
fer adoption mitst be potmg and unmarried. Should therfe not be dUe 
unmarried, then one that is married may be provided he has no 

child^ Thus it is prescribed in the Shasters. It is not mentioned ia 

QxnvX\x vt\i.nie!'iQX that a person having a eon can be adopted. 

91. The question of law, however, was Set at rest during the dis- 
cussion of the Mouraasa§ adoption by the replies of the Hindoo Law 


* Enclosure No. 8 to Captain Lang’s letter dated the 25th April: X846; In thisletfer 
one of the Shftstraoa Consulted is repreBented to be a loarned man of Surat, tOid both 

are stated to have bean unaware of the case under diBcnssion. 

VEere no doubt the Shastree refarsto akindof adoption now obsolete, called Owy- 
mmistrym, or the son of two fatbera, for an account of which see Mr. , 

SifBOpsis 0 / Hindoo Law, p. 220, and Sir rkomos Sirange's Eloments of Hindoo LmUi 
'Vo!. i..,p. 87. : ' i; , ■ 

I ©nolostiro Ho. 0, ■ - 

§ In thin case tho Sliaateris were roferrod tov pypvod.by fcHo 

Nos. 3 and 4,, annexed to Tnkt Sing’s kbnreato, Appendix B. to Mr. ,Gre.athotl’a Eeport 
dated atth October I&IS. In the lirst, a letter from the Oaekwarto I’ur,tob S/ng on Ins 
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Oficera of the of this Presidency to, th6 .foliowing qnesp^ 


QiACsliom referred hj Government . fov f'He 
..opinioYt. <jf the Law Qffhcers of ilia Judder 
^ Dewanee Adwwlwt on the 20th J%ly 184-2. 


lst,>^U A, be adopted by B., and by the 
death of A. the family of B. be- 
. tjorae extinct, can the collateral 
relations of A., according to 
Hindoo haw, succeed to the estate 
and property, of B.f 

SMt'-^^yUether, in the case above suppoeed^ 
does A. forfeit hjs hereditary rights 
in Ms own family for those he may 
ac(jixu;*e by vixiue of his adoption ? 

3rt?.,"-Whother the blood r’Clationeof A. can 
, acquire a right to property oidgi- 

naliy belonging tO' the jadoptivo 
father of A» ? 


Replies thereto siibrnittod hy tho Judges of 
the Suddtyi' Dewanea Adaxvht m ihe .Wifi 
August ; 


The collatei:al relations of A. cannot, 
by virttie of that relatiotislup, 
according to Hindoo Law, succeed 
to the ©state of B., the adoptive 
father-of A., on the decease of 
the latter. 

2 nd,—In the case above supposed, A. does 
forfeit his hereditary right in hie 
own family for those he may 'ac¬ 
quire by adoption. 

3rd5.—“The blood relations of A, cannot 
acquire a right to property ortgi- 
nally belonging to the adoptive 
father of A., ixnless they be likewise 
related by blood to him, in which 
case they sneoeed according to 
their proximity, 


This exposition of the law was obtained more than a year before the 
comineacement of the present dispute, during the discussion of a case in 
which Tukt Singes personal interests were deeply involved, and it 
therefore;^ of the greater ^ It is directly opposed to Tukt Singes 
alleged, inherent right to retain Abmednuggur after his adaption into 
the Jodhpore family, and establishes an entire severance, as far as relate^ 
to the succession to property, between the party adopted and his original 


adoption by 7<alain Sing’y widow, it is said, “ afterwards the Vakool of both parties oatne 
to the Sirkar. Ihiviug searched out former docuTneuts and assomblcd fom* Shastrees, 
and ascertained trom them the rule laid down in the Sliastovs, these persons pronounced 
that the adoption was legitimate, and that Giimbur Bing poscefecd no iogitimate right 
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lamily,. The opinidiis of the Shastrees of Guzorat are vaiuahlo hebause 
they refer more particularly to that province, by the customs of ,whiol’i 
•the pregeut case is to be detwrained ; they will^ moreover, be fomijl to 
correspond generally with those laid down'in tlje'works'on Hindbo 
Law cited in the 66th paragraph of this Minute. 'V'Vhilo I c^itite eotoour* 
with Colonel Sutherland in his remarks that political snCcessioTis need, 
not be regulated according to a rigid interpretation of Hindod Lawi 
I cannot admit that we should be justified in a case’like the present, 
where ,the rights of inheritance have been totally disregarded md€f -(Ad- 
cloah of the Hindoo Law 0 /odopfeiv, altogether to set at nnaght the 
principles on which that singular law is founded. As I have already 
remarked,t moreover, the custom under whiph Tukt Sing has been 
elevated to the throne of Marwar is obviously grounded on that law, 
the leading principle of which is, that an adopted son is entirely bat 
to liiS' own parents. In his own family he is as it were dead; ha 
has become the child of another, and either by himself or through 
his natural parents has renounced all claim to inherit his own father’s 
property in exchange for the rights, of inheritance in his adoptive 
father’s family. Such is the law as expounded by Colebroobe and 
Sutherland, Maenaughtent and Strange, and such is the law daily enforced 


» Soo, however, note at the oommenooraent of this paragraph showing' that tlb' 
Moiirassa case wm deoided after roferenoe to the Shasters and in favour of Tulit Sing’s 
fatnily. How, then, can Tukt Sing now complain if his right to retain Ahiaednuggor is. 
cletermineci. on the same principles ? 

t ratj paragmphs 30 to 39> of fcliiB Mimito. 

J . 1 x 1 adclitiou to tlie proofs cited in paragraph 60 and til© note thereto inay be quoted 

the following .from M.(.icnmgHcn^s Frincvples md Pmed£nis of }Bhdm hcidt; 
lastly, requisite that the adopted son should be initiated in the name and family of the 
adopted party with the prescribed form and soleinmtiea. The adoption being once 
completed, the son adopted loses all claim to the property of his pabural family. . His oww 
family hare no claim whatever to any property to which he may have succeeded^ and m 
the event of a sop so adopted having aucepeded to the proj[icrfcy of hia adopting fathor 
and leaving no issue, his own father cannot legally claim to inherio from him* bnt the 
Widow ol his adopfcin'g father .will succoed to the property. He foooomoe to all hitonfcs 
and purposes a member of the family of his adopting father, and he succeeds to his pro* 
perty oollateTanyand lin 0 ally.”-.yoJ. L, p, 09. The same author also gives the opiruons 
of the Hindoo Iiaw Officers attachfid to the dilfemrit Oourts of the Presidency of Fort* 
William in reply to questions j one of Uicm is— 

‘Ms a son giyeu (Duttuk) entitled to inherit from his natural father? 

“Answei.\~A given eon kas no right to sucooecl to hia natural parents, tw Menu 
says a given son inust novor claim Iho lUtruly anti estate of Inn niitnrul tather. TJ>e 
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in-our CoiG'ts? of! Law throuf^'liotjMImoBt every pari of India/a kw whlck 
inflict?, no liard^fliip, adoptions randy OconiTing where (as in Tiikt Sing's 
case: ixi a-remarkable degree) tho party adopted has not a fair prospect of 
far beyond what he relinquishes* 

92. Hence it appears that Maharajah Takt Sing has no inhonVat 
right tf) rotaiu Ahmednuggnr after his adoption into the Jodhpore 
family* In fact/although His Highness has: contended for this rights it 
will in tho sequel be seen that he has virtually abandoned his position 
by desiring to dispose of it in another manner* I now proceed to the 
second head/or to enquire whether the estate ought to descend to his 
eldest son as an inheritance^ in the same manner as it would have done 
had Tukt Sing died a natural death. From the cornmenoement of tins 
dispute Captain Lang has aigued. tliaL in coiiseqhenc^^ Tukt Sing'.s 
transfer to JodliporC;, his BOTis^ eqaally with hiraiself^ have forfeited Ahmed- 
nuggm’j and should be required to renounce allclaiin to that possession 
and this Oovermnent appear also to have' from the first conenvredt in 
this view of the question. Colbuel Sutherland, on the other hand^ in his 
final Report on the Ahmednaggur succession, maintainsj that, if Hindoo 
Law is to govern the case, Jtmvunfc Sing has not forfeited his natural 
rights, since he is not the son of an adopted father, and himself inherits 
liis father's original rights through his adoption by his father's b^other.^ 
In support of this position Colonel Sutherland has fallen into the serious 
inconsisteacy noti(3ed in paragraph 40 of this’Mimite by declaring that 

pas neWj of course, intenuhil ihal Tuht Sin^y a person of mainre. age 
and ike father of afafniip, should he adopted hy the widow of Mmm Singf 
and assumes for granted the disputed fact that Juswunt Sing was dul]^ 
adopted, It is nbw^ well established^' (he observes) that his son, Jus« 
wunt Sing, remained behind to succeed to his father's patriniony iu 
virtue of his adoption by the widow of its last Chief, the elder brother of 
his father." For my remarks on this subject, I to refer fo 


fiinoral <5al<o follows the family and estate, but of him who has given away Ins son, tho 
obs(Hwi«s n , ' ' ' 

to Government datod.tho 20th October lM-3, 

t Itoitjora to the GovernmeTit of India dated the 30ih October and 'J.r>th Novem¬ 
ber ... 

X Letter tu the Qpvanimeat Of India dated tho lOfcii Juno l&'KJ, 
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paragraphs 56 to 71 of this Miiiute, will, only; here repeat, with 

reference to this clehial of an adoption on the oTie hand ahd assertion of an 
adoption on the other, that it has been clearly shown that, admitting the 
first, the cohsequonee will be to deprive Takt Sing of the Crown of 
Marwar, since by the customs of Rajasthan adoption is essentially neces¬ 
sary to give validity to his election; and with respect to the second, it has 
been shown; with equal clearness that the asserted adoption hevcr oeour- 
red; and even admitting it did occur, it was altogether invalid frorci not 
having received the confirmation of the Paramount Goverainent. The 
basis of Colonel Sutherland’s argument is therefore in either ease 
destroyed. 

93. In reply to the argument of the Bombay Government that 
Tukt Sing, having himself forfeited Ahmednnggur, and his only, son,- 


* Fide paragraphs 73 to 75 of this Miimte. 
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Ms owD iaT,j>ular election^; to.iha^tijeit oonso^^^ of, the ljnti’4i Ooveni- 
mont;,: and I am of opinion, tbat wo have fair grounds for inisistingi 
espeeiariy^when we,consider the injustice wliich thcvEdar or elder branch 
o£ the family Irave already suffered^ that Tiikt Sing,^s election and adop« 
'tion as Sovereign and his son^S'election as heir apparent shall bo rogurdod 
as one aixl the same actj and thatj, if the first is to be held irrevocable^ 
the second shall be so also. 

Let usf howeyery no how far Tukt Siog’S, claim to, 

j^taio Alimedniiggur ih^^h is supported by the custom of 

iiajasthaa or Hindoo law. To elicit Government of 

India put the following qiiest^^ the five Durbars mentioned in the 
7Bth paragraph of this Minute ;—If the Chief of a Rajpoot' State 
elected to the guddee of another State forfeits all his rights, of sove^ 
reignty in the State he first ppssessedj does the fo.rfeiinre extend to^ his 
sons ? Are they cOimpelled.to adhere to the father^s elootion and to givo 
up the State they would ptheiuvise have succeedc^^^ The fpllowing is . 
the substance of the replies^ 

• Oode^pore.^^‘ The forfeiture extends to his sdns> and they in list gi vc 


It oiin sc«ix*oly, liovrcver. b© said that we atOG(i wafeorm^ ocosxsiph. On Maun 
RTttg*« death Captain Inidlow,; our PoUticalilgout, veporfcod :-—‘/ t apprised iho nssembicul 
Chiofa that' the Govomment of the country would bo conduotecl during the intorregnuiu 
by,the Councilor Sirdars appointed by their lato Chief and the Karbars: of the Itaj and 
'mjself, and I reotnestod thbir united and cordial op-operation in glyiri^' to this 

object.’^—Lotior reporting Maun Singhs death dated the 6th Soptemher^^^^l^^ When, 
’inoveotev, Tukb Sing was eleobed, Captain Ludlow at once cub the jimttcr short by 
yielding to the requisition of all parties, and addressirig a khureeta to His Highuo^rfS 
inviting him to the capital to assume thb Coveniment in antieipafcipn of;the sanction of 
tho QbvmiAment of IndiU) as-the rival claims asserted to the gtiddeo pf Marwar. tend to 
keep the public mind in a state of anxiety, and any dela;y’:"in the invostlb^^^^^^ it might bo 
feared, would lead to some commotion itx the distant x>rovmcoa.’’---LOtte to Colonel 
Siitherlaud datod the 16th Ootober 1846, 

Wh(3n, also, Captain Lang, on Tukt Sing’s ©ledtioh, in anticiiiation of this divsputo, 
placed Ahmodauggur under attachmont, it was remoVdd by order of the Govenimonfc of 
India, which ** alone prevented tho Hdur Anthontiee from ondettvovmingtheaiselves to, 
nHsort what they consider their undoubtod rlghts.’^-'-Letter from Oaj)tain Lung dated tho 
6rd Noveiuber 18^16. 





\yc>ul(l become tlio, ihlieritor of the mw piiaoipality; but should no son 
be bom after the elecuioa fco the new Chiefship, the oldest, of the ,formt)r 
children would be entitled to succeed to the now principality. Shoidd 
Ihere be but one son, tin own brother, of the elected Chief vyould becoin«^i 
the inheritor of the former possession. If the elected Chief htjivo no 
brother> then the next of kin woukl possess the former priudpality/^ , 

JoMpor 0 .>^T^^ interested; of Course^ replies:—Yes ; if the 

S.overelga elected to rule over a State retains hi^ Sovereignty in tliat lie 
originally ruied^ the sons of that Soyereign retain their rights iu 
/’that State/^ 

Jioon/iee.^^^ Tho soii^s right to the former temtory will be in a 
similar degree to tho father^s, as expressed in the reply^ ^ first 
question ; but should either son., on his father^s re8ignati<>a, be appointed 
to the rule, that son^s claim to the fonner State will be valid.^-^ 

BichaneeT.-^^^Xl the son accompany the father who has been 
adapted, he will become entitled to succeed to the sovereignty of the 
new State \ and should he remain behind, he will become the Chief of his 
father’s State, but can have no claim in respect to the second State, 

95. We may concur with Colonel Sutherlandf that very little 
importance can be attached to the testimony afforded by these replica. 
The Durbars of Rajasthan are, he observes, doubtless liablo to be influ- 
(jiieecl by actual or expected occurrences in their own Hue of succession, 
and amongst Kajpoots generally precedents may be found for almost 
every conceivable case in matters of succession and inheritance, and such 
references, therefore, are more iuteresting than useful,J Jfothiog, how¬ 
ever, more forcibly marks the anomaly of the present case than the 


* For tills 800 paragrax)h SO of the Minute. This reply to the second (inoab'on. is nob 
very miante. CaptainXang iafcei’prots it .fco signify, ‘*If by his olGotion to tho aoveroignty 
of the new State the adopted loses his right to his ongiiml patrimony, his soil'a 
right thereto innst foe eqxially forfeiteeV^ 

t Letter to Oovornmont of India dated lOth Juno 1840. ■ . 

H! In Ins letter dafcod tho 22nd April 1847, paragraph 4, Caiitain Lang assents to tMs 
opinion —^M't requires but little .knovriodgo, I thirdc, of the Natlva chai’aotor iuily to 
con CUV in the Boandness of this oi>inion, for thoro are, I fear, but few IjTafcive Durfoara who 
would not bo likely to ho iufivteiicod by even less ijoworful ixjosiderations than those 
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iiiabiMly oi'Tukt Sing's party to eito from tire annals of .Rajastban a 
single paralleb itm The reason is ob-?ious. The customs of that 

province will not admit Of 'ta perspn of mature and the father of a 
family” being eligible for adoption, and thougli they have been sot aside 
in Tultii Sing's favour, it follows as a neefissary coasequenoe that no law or ■ 
custom exists by which his son’s conditiMi, eoaseq^ent on his own adop»^ 
tion, can be defined. In fact, the ease hypotbetioally pilt by the-Goyern,- 
m0nt of India has not occurredi,,and never can with propriety occur. 

■ 96. Were it, however, neeessary fo decide on the value of thc.se 
replies respectively, I should inyseM have no hesitation in giving a 
preference to those of Oodeypore, “ that illustrious house ” (to use the 
words* of Colonel Sutherland) “ which belongs-to the highest antiquity, 
and whose rriuce ie still considered Kingf of the Uiiadods.” These 
tippear to me to be far- more intelligibleJ than those of the other 
Durbars, whether tested by reason, by justice, or by political expediehey. 
lb is surely both reasonable and just that a person adopted into a 
superior family, and thereby succeeding to a superior estate,'should 
forfeit the Claim to his family patrimony, since he becomes thereby the 
son and heir of a different father. That, at least, his own eldest Son and 
natural heir shouM follow him in his new fortunes seems equally proper 
in whatever light it may be viewed, and it is certainly not less politic 
that if any adoption is to he madfe in order to retain the original 
patrimony in the family, it should be made .from one pf the younger 
children of thq removed Chief, and not in the person of his eldest sou 
and rightful heir in his nevy possessions.” I am equally at a loss with 
Captain Lang to discover the grounds of Major Thoresby's opinion that' 
-the replies of the Oodeypore Durbar, so adverse to the pretensions of 


ineniionod by Colonel Snt-borlancl ■,. bat with this very nooessary caution, against relying, 
U>a much oa comparatively impartial testimony, it ia swely as unjurstifiablo as it appoarj 
iaebnaiatent to plaeo suoh implicit oontidenoo in tlie asaiirtioita of the Joclliporo Durbar, 
ill a case in-vnUicli the iuterosts of its prosout Chief are so cliractly oonCernod." 

* Stefc/ias , 0 / ihe Rakttims mhsistinff h^toom the Bi’iUsh 0ovempimt in India miilthe. 
,dilj'er<i>d'lio,Uve States, p. H. 

f Tlib i’coeption of the'fill,uok, or sign of royalty, from the Kama of Opcleyporo. Tho- 
(losopudaut 111' Kama is consiclorod by all tho Cliiofs of luduv the highest of privilogos, 

J-liottor .from Captiiiu hang daltid the iiOth Jaae lSlo. 
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Tiikt Sing’j bt any member of his family^ retaining Almiedniiggur, ' 
equally undeserving of cuusiderati thqse*^” of Jodhpore^ tlie intor- 

ostod party in the present dis^^ slioukl consider !those 

iVo!h Joypore as g<morall37^ OoTOct,; an which^ while they 

negatii^e 'lukt Sing^S! right to retain the ChiefeUpj advocate its retch- 
tion in his family. Major Thoresby has assigned no reason wbateyer 
for this opinion, and in the absence of explaivaifo coup-' 

lingt Oodeypore and Jqdhporo as oijiially vaiiieless aqorns unaceoimt- 
able, for I am ,not aware that Oodeypore is in any #ay loterosted in this 
ilisputc,, and there can be no little doubt that it ranks aw the first of all 
of the Piincipalities of Rajasthan, and is nniversally regarded as . the 
head of all Rajpoot States. The Oodeypore Durbaiv states, without reser¬ 
vation, that both father and sons forfeit the prigiual estate. Jeyporo, on 
the other hand, while it negatives th<^father^8 right, supports that of his 
<3l(;lest son, and would thereby deprive the latter, in the event of the birth 
of a jqiinger son, of what may bo held to be his birth-right, nmnely, 
succession to the superior Ghiefship, If, howeveiv no son is 

born, the right of the eldest is admitted to the exclusion of other heirs. 
This seems to me to be inconsistent and iimcasonable, but, at ,air events, 
ii is opposed to the views entertained bj^ the Ranees and Sirdars at thb 
time of Tukt Singes adoption, and is at variance with the opinions of 
the Boondoe and Biekaneer Courts, since, as I have alre^idy shown,{ when 
Tukt Sing was elected Sovereign, his then only son, Jasvvunt Sing, was . 
ehoBcn a$ heir apparent to the throne of Marwar. , ,,,, 

87V For the reason stated in paragraph 95, we cannot expect the 
point at issue to be expressly provided for in the Shasters or Hindoo Code 
of law, as these do not recognixie as eligible for adoption-one. who is 
adult and a parent: they could not provide for a case like the present, in 


* lu an apj^endix to hia Mtor datod tlie 20th June lSd5. Captain Laai?, with tho . viow 
of enahlmg Covernmhnt to ooutrast the opimons 6f the five Bnrbara^ has plaoed their 
replies in jiixtapoBitioUj Whic^^ will be found exfcremelj iiselhl for tho purpose of 
retoencG, ■ ■ V 

t Has words are On a careful porusat of ! the replies now transraittech i.hoqo 
rocoivod from Oodeypore anti Joclhx>orearo ,of a character closecvin^' pf littio Cimeidcra- 
tipii, wliUe, orviho contrary, thoso from Juyporc aro xi'auerully correct UihUpproiU’iatCn'' 

J tnk paragraph 38 of 
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wliich tlic priuciplesf on wlileb, the Hindoo law of .adoption has hceu vio¬ 
lated. In other ^yords, the Shaeters do not define tiio consequences,.ol’an 
adoption upo.u the' adopted sotfs own children born prior, to his adop- 
tioip because.they do not contemplate such a contingency. An adoption 
libo tbafc of Tukt Sing would bo deelared nall and void in every Court- 
of Law in India. But as, from politioal ebnsideTationSj this illegality mnsti 
be waived, and as the adoption must, I imagine, be now upheld hjr the 
..British Government as Lord Paramonnt, the consequences on Tukt 
Singes children must, I conceive, be determinetl by analogy and according 
to the principles of justice and equity, for there is no applicable prece¬ 
dent to guide ns, 

98. Ciiptain Lang, however, referred tho,:point at issue to theShas- 
lers alluded .to in paragraphs 89 and 90 of this Minute, namely, whether, 
aceoi dingto Hindoo law, in the ease of an adopted son having him,self a 
sou born prior to adoption, the latter was or was not bound to follow his 
father's new fortunes, or whether he could remain behind to inherit .tlie, 
original patrimouy. The opinions of both are that he must follow'his 
father, The first of thdfee, by name Rugoonath Wittul, states In 
the absence of agreement to the contrary, ihemn mistfollow 
of Itis father into the new familyy and therefore forfd^^ dU Maim he had 
to the real and jtermiatproper t^ of liis original family, and succeeds to the 
rights, •^c.y real and personal, of the family into which his falMer lias been 
adopted,’^ Here follows an extract in Sanscrit from the Shasters in.sup¬ 
port of. this opinion. The second states :t—“ He who is adopted has no 
claim whatever to his natural father's •property, and as the claim of a 
son'to the property of his grandfather is through his own father, it 
follows that, according to the Shhsters, if the father forfeits his rights on 
being adopted into the family of another, the son's right to the inherit¬ 
ance is forfeited also. This, at all events, according to my judgment, is 
tine correct inference to he drawn. Ho distinction is made in the ShaSf 
tors between Sktwur mdi Jmgum, xficil or personal property. No claua 
exists on either ^ both are alike forfeited.” This Shastree, however, adds 


^ Vide ojridlosave No. 8 io Oiipfcuiii lotiior dtiicd tlio SlOUi June 1815. 

t iHU'loauro No. 
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that as one adopted ought^to be youug'^ and unmamed if posable, o?, if 
married^’ought not himself to be a father ; and as it is no where stated in 
the Shasters' that a person who is a father is eligible for adoption, his 
answer is according to his judgment and dravYn from infereacje. 

99* I think; therefore, that the Board wil! experience no difficulty 
in deciding that neither by the local custom of Rajasthan or Guzerat 
nor by Hindoo law can Tukt Singes eldest son claim^ to hold the Ahmed- 
nuggur Chiefship in his own right, in the same manner as it would have 
descended to him by inheritance had his father died* His father having 
forfeited it in consequence of his adoption, it only seoins reasonable that 
all those who can claim through him alone shoald forfeit it also, for, as' 
has been remarked by Captain Lang, it is not to bo supposed that the 
Hindoo law would sanction so great an anomaly that a son should possess 
a right to what his father had forfeited. The parties , who elected Tukt 
Sing gave a very significant intimation of their opinion on the subject 
when they invited the son to accompany the father, for this proved that 
they considered both alike to belong to Jodhpore. 

100. I now proceed to the third head, or to enquire whether Tukt 
Sing's eldest son can claim Ahmednuggur in virtue of his alleged adop¬ 
tion by Prithee Sing's widow, or whether it can be retained in the family 
by ,any other kind of adoption. The first part of this question has 

^ There is some aJlibrenqo of opiiiion hx regard to the age of the party eligible for 
adoption. In a disputed case tho Bengal Siiddor Dowanoe Aclawlufc rolod that ono who 
had tiiidorgono the initiatory rite of tousuro in the narrio a.nd family of lus natural futher 
18 incapable of adoption, and that it is necessary that this rite should bo performod in fcho 
adopter’s name and family* Mr. Sutherland doubts whether this can be held as con^^li- 
tutiTigagoneral rule, the Duttuku iMimanaa and Chundrooka admitting tho adoption of one 
althoiigh tho above rite has been performed. Mr. Colobroolto, on the authority of tho 
OaUc?»- Boorana, statesAffiliation, therefore, depends pn tho ceremony of tonsure* lb 
does not rectuire the several solemn riles from the section of the naval string until the’ 
child bo fed with rice, and that cei-emony of tonsuro is valid even when performed at the 
season of investing tho child with the mark of his class; hut adoption is IwiiM to ifie 
fij't'k yeih\^' Bat aftbi‘ their fifth year, OiCitig! sons given, and the rest must,not bo 
adopted : lot the adopter take a boy of ftvo years old, and iirst perform tho saorifieo for 
ihalo oJfspriDg.—Vol. III., p. 24.3. Soo also tho same author, p. 241), For Sir 
Thomas Sfcrango’s opii-iion. op tho point at issuo, ! beg to refer to hm MemmU' oj Jli/ndocf, 
too, yoh I., p. 7k, and Voh Ik, p* G3* Tho mass cf .authority is undoubtodly in favour 
of tho parl>y adopted being of {ha tendorest ago. 'What may bo tho exact limit ns to 
ago; is lUKMiDod, but it cerkimly oanuot incUulo a pordoaih the poailkm of Tukt Sing, 
iuiying male isi^uc of his p ^ , 
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already been answered in tbe negative by its having been shb^rej'* 
that Juswuat Sing was not addpted by Prithee Singes widow, but that 
the transaotioa was altogether: fraudulent and fictitious ^ or that, 
admitting for the sake of ■ argument that an adoption, did take' place, it 
is useless for the purpoee of vetaiDing Ahmednuggur in Tukt Ring’s 
family, because it was never reported to, or received the,confirmation of, 
the paramount an which, by Takt Sing’s ; own showing,, conld 

alone give it validity. , 

101. The remaining portion of the question would never have 
Occurred to me had not Colonel Sutherland recorded an opinion upon it 
in the afiu-mati ve. After stating that Jaswunt Sing was actually adopted 
,jn 1840 on the death of Prithee Sing, be observes^ that, had there 
been no adoption up to the period of Tukt Sing’s election,, he would 
consider it iii, consonance with Rhatore usage for the widow of Prithee 
Sing, on the abdication of her husband’s brother, to adopt a member of 
their family, and so preserve the independence of their house to the 
exclusion of the bouse of Bdur. This opinion is repeated in his fihal 
lleportf. on the Ahmednuggar question, in which Colonel Sutherland 
observes It was quite competent for Prithee Sing’s widow to adopt 
Juswunt Sing on the eve of his father’s departure for Marwar in 1843. 
as oii the death of her son in 1840 ; and it has, I think, been clearly 
proved that the adoption took place at the former, and not at the latter, 
period, and that the Maharajah stands clear qf any fraudulent act,” And 
in the same letter*, after admitting that the provision alleged to have 
been made by Sheo Sing for his younger sori “ would in the present day, 
or for niany generations past, be unusual in any of the pi’incipal 
sovereign houses of Rajpootaha,’’ Colonel Sutherland, observes Rut 
the provision and separation once made, it is competent for the junior 
house to continue it by adopting members of the same name, and thus 
preventing its absorption in the .senior family.” 

102. Here Colonel Sutherland contends that Juswimt Sing waa 
actually adopted in 1841, which is erroneous. If driven from this 
position, however, he contends that ho might have been adopted on hia 


* ConmiU paragmpis 4-6 to 71 of this 
t Letter to the Government of Jadia dated the 10th 18*1C, 
J JW.v dated the lOUx 
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fatlier^s abdication in October 1843. This, "howcvor, is tt mere i)y.sf dk'it 
opinion, for no law, custom, or precedent is cited in support of it. With 
every respect for this distinguished OfBoer, therefore, I consider it would 
be supererogatory seriously to entertain the question. The following 
extracts from Captain Lang’s Reports will suffice to show how untemihle 
the doctrine is that a Hindoo widow may adopt at any other time thim 
on the decease of lier husband, Tufet Sing* esipeobed to succeed to lidur 
had its young Chief obtained the sovereignty of Marwar, and how ciin the 
widow of Prithee: Sing be allowed to adopt a son c^ler having lost her 
Jiusbani nmrt^fmr years ago and her own son nearly two ? Again, ‘^Tukt 
Sing^sf ddest brother died in 1839, and his young nephew who succeeded 
in 1841, Tukt Sing, then became Rajah of Ahraednuggur, and retained it 
as such for upwards of two years, till his election to Jodhpore in 1843., 
The proposed adoption, therefore, of his son by his brother’s widow, 
heslAea the anomaly of maMng the successioti retrogressiveyVioaMl. have the 
efTeet of restoring to her an estate which hadfairly lapsed, frorn her inlant 
sou to the-next of Mn (Tiikfc Sing) two years before, and to wliich tltere 
were still near collateral-heirs living.” In h's final Reportf Captain Lang" 
remarks“Colonel Sutherland, however, considers that the adoption 
might have taken place at this latter period (Ootobcr 184.3) without any 
impropiiety, or, in other words, that after reigning at Ahmednuggur 
for two years§ Tukt Sing would havd been Justified; in restoring the 

^ Lefcfcer dafcod ihe Stii November 1843, 

t Letter datyecl, the 20tli June 1845, paragi-apli 20* In a forhior letter, dated the 8th 
November 1843, Oaptaijjra obaerves that, had ^f akt Bing: and hi/? son both dioch the 
idea of his deneased brother's widow adopting a sen from, another family would not have 
been , entortained for a momeiit, and argues that, as “ Tukt Sing and hi^ son by the , adop¬ 
tion of the former into the Jodhpore house are virtually dead as fa,p aa relates to 
AliVnedituggrir, it must revert to Hdur, the parent State, as matter of ami iiudoubtea 

right.” Mr. Greathed concedes this, but observes in such case the right to adopt wouJd 
have vested in Tulcfc Singes widows. Thia ia true* provided the paramoaut Government ’ 
gave its consent, which is not likely. ; 

" J Letter clatbd tH© 23nd April 1347^ 

§ la illustration' of the unreasonable nature of tho claim, Captain. Lang- supposes 
the case of the Banoo of Bdur and her; son dying, and asks whether on such evebfc 
the two surviving widows of Gumbur would bo permitted to adopt a son. .Boply-^ 
iitg, of course, to this qaeatiou in the negativo, he observes that the differene© botWedu 
this supposititioue cas© and the retrdgrossivo adoption oiai^^ Prithoe Bing’s widow 
is tneroly one of length of time daring wliich the widowhood has lasted. If, iliorcfore, 
from the long time which has tho absurdity of the one is solf-evident, nothing 

inbr© be requu-ed, to show that the principle of the other is utterly unteuablo. 




; ' ’ . ■ AHMTOHTOdui 

iS^iccesPiioil to iii!^ preclotosor^d widow by allowia,<; lior then to- adopt biiit 
f?on. If such a thiiig; uiu bo doue, however, it mm-t be evident that the 
sVicciesBion to every ilituloo or Malio-caedan estate might aUviiys lje kept 
itbm the eollatoral braitcbes of the family^ however near, whieh I am 
satisRod not even the power of our Government would indiuje the Kaj- 
pOots in thi$ part of the country to, tolerate without resistancG* It- 
is evident, however, the Ahmednuggur people were of a different opiBioTi 
JVom ■ their antedating the deed of acloptiop, and Tukfc Sing has no 
reason to complain if the case is tried on the grounds on which ho 
has himself ondoavotiTod to i>lace In these remarks I cannot but 
concur, I have elsewhere explained what are the principal re-guirements 
ill respect to' adoptions by Hindoo law and by the customs of linjas- 
than, and it will he siiffieieut to meet the mere assertion, unsupported 
by any authority, that the right of adoption may he held in abeyance 
for three years, and then be exercised simply to exclude collateral heirs 
w ith ' a direct negative, , 

10!}, It having thus been made manifest that Tukt Singes oldest 
son cannot retain the paternal estate either in his own right or by 
adoption, this seems a proper plaqe for offering a few . remarks on. the 
injustice, as well, as impolicy, of excluding liim from the succession 
to tJie sovereignty of Marwar, From the inflated terms in^ which 
Ahmednuggur and its Chief arc alluded to in this eorrespoiideucc, 
I apprehend a very erroneous idea may be formed at a distance of 
the value and importance of this Chiefship. This I have endeayoured to 
correct in the paragraph of my Mimitey Its unruml value does not 
exceed Rupees 50,000, from whicli a considerable sum is paid as tribute 
to , the British and Gaekwar Governments, on whom it is entirely 
dependent. Contrasting, then, this possession wuth the splendid aoqai«» 
sitiou which, by an unexpected stroke of fortune, hi^ father has lately 
obtained, is it just to decline on the part of his iufimt son the invitation 
of the Banees and Sirdars of Jodhpore that ho should become heir 
apparent to that State? Is it also politic? I should certainly say, not* 
Juswimt Sing, being now unable to choose for himself, will, on arriving at 
man^a estate, become discontented at having* been juggled out of what 
he will consider his birih-rigUi ; and if this is pcrmiiM, we may 
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imwjDingly flowing Ihe secdfi of .-r political contest In. MatWaf likclj 
to distni'b the peace, not only of Hint piwince,, but likewise of Quzerat.' 

104. Aware, however, that by no other mode coukl he ,ho])e to 
retain Ahmeduuggur, Tukt Sing on his own, adoption declined .the 
invitation simultaneously made to his.sou to accompany him to JodhpCre,’ 

luigg-nr. On this subject Captain 


hut left* * * § him in charge of Ahmed 
■Lang has remarked“ Tukt Singes son is now entitled.by riglib of hirtli 
to; he regarded as heir apparent to the Jodhpore throne, and hoirevor 
convenient it might he for the Ahinednnggur people, to deprive him 
6 f this, for the' present at least, with the view of dejoriviug the Edur 
Durbar of what cannot, in my humble judgment, be justly withheld from 
it, X should think there could be no hesitation on the part of Govern- 
rnont in at once disallowing such an adoption, the more especially as 
five years have elapsed, since the death of the adoptive father”^ 

105. Indications, moreover, have already occurred of the disputes 
and heart-burnings which may he expected to occur if Juswuut Sing is 
excluded from succeeding to the sovereignty , of Marwar. " Intrigues are 
now at work"’^ (reportsj Captain Lang) “^at Jodhpore in consequence of 
his not having gone; one party in the State wishing that the younger 
son born since Tukt Sing went to Jodhpore should succeed, and Juswunt 
Sing’s mother and the Maharaj himself being evidently naturally deter- 
miued to exert themselves to the utmost to secure the succession to the 
eldest son.” In October§ 1844 Captain French, Officiating Political 
Agent at Jodhpore, reported that intrigues were in progress to secure 
Juswunt Sing’s recognition as Tukt Sing’s heir preferency to . any 
younger soii. On this occasion Oaptaiu French reciue.sted inforniation 


* VUb bis letter to Captain Lang dateJ tho October 1813 
election and adolibiOil as Sovereij^u of .Marwar, . ^ 

t Letter dated the 28th October 18d3. ' i 

J Letter dated tho 20ih tTmio 1815. 

§ Kuk’ letter from Captain dated the 3lBt October 1814, 


tumounoiiig hm 
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of Mavwaiv *TuswuBt Sing liaving be^jn adopted by that of 
gui% But this boy has nofc been named> wMcli excited my suspicion, as 
did oilier circuiBstances alluded to yesterday by Gumbur Sing^ 
hTotJiGT-h-law to HU Ilif/Zmess, he having^ in foplg^ eaul he^ was 7i.ot aware 
of Jmtmmt SingU adoption^ or his being Ruler <>f 
Cimbur U brother cf iJie mMef <yf 8 

mdow[of Prithee Skg^ who adopted him, The mother of Jnswunt Siug 
is at Jodhpore, and she and Gumbur Smg have much influence dvex" 
His, Highness. It hi fetet^ believed that they enter tarn hopes of Jmmnnt 
Sing kicceeding to the throne of Marwar to the prejudice of the last 
born heir on the 26th Jannaryy and that, on one plea or another, they 
purpose sending for him s6on/^ In reply to this oommiinicaH^^ 
Captain Lang recapitulated all the objections he had made to the alleged 
adoption, and urged strongly on the consideration of Government, 
the inost proper course and best calculated to preserve the peace of both 
provinces, that Jusvvunt Sing should join his father as heir apparent at 
Jodlipore,'^: as he would have the greatest reason to complain if-one of 
Tukt iSiug^B yoaniger eons were selected as heir to Marwar to M 
prejudice/^ and that Ahmednuggur should revert to Edur. 

106. Colonel Sutherland, however, has pbseiwedt that it is a 
question whether Juswuat Siiig could have proceeded with his father in 
October 1B4 h 3 to Jodhpore for the purpose of being adopted into that 
bouse. His doubt, however, is founded on the boy^s alleged adoption by 
Prithee Sing‘^s widow in 1840, and on the supposed fact of Tekfc Sing 
himself having been Eegent only, and not Chief, hf Ahmednuggur. 
Arguing on these false premises, the Governor GeiieraPs Agent states 
Since Juswunt Sing did not aecoinpany, but remained in Ahmedrmggur 

* Ifc is scarcely Bocossaiw to olb 8 or VO that, if Jaawuni Sing is allowed to rofcaiu 
Ahitiednuggiur as an adapted son, he can under no possible circumstances succeed to the 
throne of MarWar, since an adopted son forfeits all claim to succeed to the estate of his 
natural father. ■ *' 

f Letter dated the 2nd Hay 1840, fu reply to a reforenoe from the Goverumbnt of 
India dated the 27th January 1846. In this communication Colonel Sutlieidand falls 
hito four serious errors : Is^it Is incorreotly stated that JusWunt was invited, not as hoir 
apparent, but in ovdor to b© adopted hy Manxi Slug’s widow to this tinie 

hud stated that Tu.kfc Sing was* adopted as well as elpcfced j itis incorroptly stated that 
' J uswunt Sing was adopted in 1810 by Frlbhee Sing’s widow; klg Tukt Sing is repi’esontod 
to iiavo been only Ifcgont of Ahmednuggup at tbo periotl of Jus transter to Jodlupore* 




in yirtiie of his adoption,-a-ntl remains there still/thei‘e fe no doubt 
the'mind of any person in these parts with whom I have spoken on the 
Bulvject that he is virtually Sovereign of Ahmednnggur through adoption 
hy his uncle’s widow and Eeg'eiit in succession to his father- As, 
however, it has been proved that neither of the facts on which' the 
argainerit is based is true, no further remark in refutation would 
appear called for/^ 

10?. Bat the justice and propriety of Juswuiit Sing being recog;- 
:riized as heir apparont^ to the throne of Marwar, aiul requiring him at 
once to join his father at Jodhpore, is strongly enforced by the fact that 
Tulct Singvhiinself has suggested this.arrang^emeht, coupling it, however^ 
with the extraordinary proposition that one of hi$ younger ' sons, born 
nfter his arrival at Jodhpore, shonld in exchanga be given in adoptkm 
to Prithee Sing’s widow, and in virtue of such adoption inherit the 
Chiofship of Ahtnedmigguu to the exelUBion of Edur! !! This brings 
me to the fourth head into which 1 have divided this part of my Minute, 
or to enquire \vhethor M Sing can retain Ahmednuggur in his Ihmily 
by transferring it to a younger son; 

108. It is here necessary to premise that when Tukt Sing obtained 
the sovereignty of Marwar, Juswunt Sing, the infant so often alluded to, 
was hu only son .Since his arrival at Jodhpore, however, two other sons 
have been born, one on the 26th January 1844 /j: the other bn the 22nd 


‘'■' Tt.e invitafioiq’V, cbaerveH Oax>taiii La^g, “ was given to father aii&i 

won/and in tlie bveih of I’Tikfe Sing dying,.his gone's right to siiccjeaU to Jodhporo would 
be tiniverBally adniitted as valid, Loaving hira, thoroforQ, in Ahinediinggar wonid ia 
reality bo tantamotLiit to Tnkfc; Bing retaining it hitritsblf ag a dependency , off the Jodhporo 
State, and (johlcl not bo allowed without the greatest iryustice to tM Edur Durbar, to 
whom the talooka originally belonged/^ 

■ ■ ' ^ ^ ‘■' . V',.■ '■ 

Letter dated the 8th IToYombcr 1843.; In another letter Captain Lang observes 

Besides, therefore, the strict justice of th0.Ediir claim, as nothing has as yet been done to 
' afieCt Juswtmfc Singi’a tight to Emoceed his father at Jodhporo/and as all parties interested 
in him mil doubtless continue their efforts and intrigues to secure for. him the sxicceasion, 
the weliaro and prosperity both of Harwar and Giiaierat will best be consulted by i»oqu.ir- 
ing him to he removed there as heir apparent, as fonnoriy intended, and by re-aano,7dwg 
Ahmoduag^m to Edur, to which it originally belonged.’" 

t Letter clattid tho 20th i . 

t '"rhis cirouuistance alohb rendered his alleged adoption invaluh even wCre it in all 
other respects legal and miobjoctloimbl^^^ : - • 
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October 1845.'“^ The second sou is,by fcbe Bhutrarasingjee EanoOj the 
third by tixe ilanavvnlvjee Eanee, Who k likewise the inothev of ' Juswuut 
Sing. Tukt Sing now desires to give one of these sons in adoption to 
'Prithee Singe’s widow iu exchange for Juswunt Sing, and thus he eiiahJed 
to,: retain Ahraednuggur in his family. 

109. It has been shownt that in his first khureeta, written 
shortly, after his elevation to Jodhpore,J Tukt Sing claimed to retain 
Ahinednuggiu* * * § on behalf of his son Juswunt Sing as the adopted sdn 
of Prithee Sing. He \vas compelled to this coprse by the force; of 
circumstaiiices, for at this time .Inswunt Sing was his only sou. He. had 
no other alternative hut to have relinquished the Chiefship to his hated 
rival, the Eajah of Edur. Gii the birth of his seeond son, however, 
the injustice done to Juswunt Sing, his hrst-born, heeame transparent,§ 
and the Maharajah and the party interested more particularly in the 
infanPs welfare began to reflect on the best means of repairing that 
injustice. Accordingly, iu his second khu.reeta,l| lor the first tiuje and, 

* ITis birth is ailudcfl to in Major Thovosby's lettm" of the 2Igfc Maif data 

of birth is quoted on the auihoritty of Captain French, The birth of the third sou is 
ropoHed in the Inafe paragraph of Oreathefrs fetter to th^ India 

(luted the sith October 1®, aocompauirnGUt^ Thoreaby’s, feiifcor of tho 26th 

\Kpvemh(W . 

t pamgre.ph 65 ()f tMs Mimite, 

t F'lfJe Captain Ludlow^lottor clatocVthe 13th , 

§ Mr. Gi'oathed observes (letter dated the ^feh October 1846) f*-^On ^kt Sitfe’s 
dopai'tnro the conaeqnencoB of Ms son’s adoption weyfelt, and he expoifenced tho 
ointiarrassmont of having given to another aqlairn on his own liolr apparent ; and His 
ITighncaa assured tno that, .although the adoption was, h family arrai it elfeqtuaUy 

debarroh him from removing Juswunt Bing from the s adoptive mother, with¬ 

out her'formally agreeing to the oaucelling the deod, the stipulation with wMoh she 
'■ profeisbs.hqr'GOuseuh . , 

11 Bated the 6th Ootobor 1^15»&\d fomiing AppenMx A. to Mm Greiithed’s Eep 
dated tho 24th October 18^19^ ^ The Maharajah in not consistent iu this .communioatioiu 
In another part of the khiireeta he Oontonds for the t^ght of diiswuufc Bing fe retain 
possGssibivof AhMeduuggur :— . > 

tho cuefem of Eajasthau the right and title toMi original p 
become invalid, and is , hot set asidO by the acquisition, ol another heritage aud^domiruou. 
My title being complete* I am qt hberby to bestow Ahuiednaggur on whomsoovqr I please 
who may atadd in near relation to me, ehher on Mahiv^^^^ Juswunt Sing, or on tho Kaneo 
of MaliarCij Prithee Bing. ‘ Sinoo tho adoptqct son of Prithoo Bfeg is my ohihl, who can 
' be said to fetand iu,closer relaiiou than lie* juswunt Sing, wild 1$ not only .the adopted 
eon of my Mo brother, but also tho natural heir Tho possession, 

theroibroj should revert to hiniymd not to tho 
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iwa years^^: a bis transfer tO/J’odliporey Takt Sing proposed <><>■ 
substitute his seqmid son for Juswuiit Sing g:is AlunednuggiU’. 

Tukt Siiigy ob8,emd^ M Greathed wheix forwarding khureetaj, now 
(lasii^es to oontinue the existence of hi$ paternal house of Ahn>e(fo^^^ 
by, this process of adoptLon, substituting, with the wicIovVs couseht^ a 
younger son iu place of Juswunt Sing, whom he de$ttnes to. be his 
heir ;at Jodhpore. The Maluiraj Mmself cdnveys^^ in the 

following terms r—It is my wish, that the heir apparent, Juswunt Sing, 
should come to Jodhpore in conformity to the iavitation and wishes 
of "AiQ Manee Raj^ widows of the late Maharajah M Sing), 
the Sirdarr the Potails, and others, and agreeably to consent of 
my Ahmednuggar, and my own ihe!ination> in defer¬ 

ence also to the respective rights of my sons, that the elder 
succeed to the higher degree, and the younger son to the loiyer degree 
and sovereignty. An espeekl argument, stronger than all others in 
favour of this arrangement, is, that it will be pr<?dactive of oontent, 
cordklity, and concord/^ This request is accompanied by a letter'^ from 
Prithee Sing’s widow acquiescing in %\\t jmpoud emluvnge qf 
After referring* to Jiiswunt Sing’s adoption, this lady observes 
yo% (ihM iy, TuH Sin(jfj) remained lord ami (thei^by admitting 

that the adoption of Juswunt Sing was a Bullity). Afterwards you. 
succeeded to the Jodhpore throne, and at the Bame two Juswiint Sing 
was Burned heir apparent. But, out of regard to me, and eonsideriug me 
one of your family, you loft Juswunt Sing here. Now, agrepably to 
my wishes and your own, and iu conformity to the deed executed 
at Jodhpore (namely, the nomination of Juswunt Sing as heir apparent), 
summoir Juswunt Sing to Jodhpore and give me yoniv youngeiV sou 
in adoption, for this is your house, and I wish for your yotmger son., 
.It is a family affair, and I consent to it.” 

IJO* This arrangement is approved of by Mr. Greathed and 
opposed by Captain Lang. The former gentleoran, after referring to 
a former despatcht explaining that no steps had been taken to corn- 

^ Fi(i^ enClosttTo No. 60 tp the klniroota. Tho is flatetl the 13th Bawim XxkI 
'1^)02, A. b. 19th Aiigiist ISUVaucl pm^patfs to be attostecl, Th<> 

writer is sister of .Tuswurifc Sink’s mofcheiv and, Couse(pLenfcJy, his aunt. 

t Dated iho lUlt Aiigiist 
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imimise tlie' eldest son’s titjfe t6 the heiv apparentehip of, Jodhpoirej 
ohserves j* * * § —“■ As the giving in adoptioh of Juswant Sing to the widow 
of Pritlied Sing was the spontaneous act of Tukt Sing, and in no 
ways ■ obli gatory • on him, I conceive that the alteration of the ' deed- by 
the' suhsititUtiou of a younger son for the elder son: is a measure' which I 
may venture in all humility to reaimmehd. An adoption of this kind will 
effectually seeiue' the independent existence of Ahinednuggur as a State 
in tiie same position it occupied before the nile of Jodhpore devolved on 
Maharaj Tukt Sing.” In his supplemental lettert to the above Eeport 
he adds;—If this be conceded to the Maharaj, but little objection can be 
urged to the settlement he has proposed, ’ namely, that his elder son, 
Juswuiit Sitig^ should join him at Jodhpore as heir apparent, and a younger 
son be given in his stbad ip adoption to: the widow of Prithee Sing for 
the'purpose of ruling over Ahmednuggur.-'-’ The concession demanded is 
that Tutt Sing’s mere accession to another throne should not have a 
more destructive effect on his house than the annihilation of himself and 
sons would have caused, in which case ’ Mr. Greatlied assumes Ahmeds 
■nuggur would not have lapsed to Edur, but that the house would have 
been preserved by adoption. This is, however, a fallacy, for there is no 
rsuch rule^pr law under this Presidency, and Mr. Greathed has either 
overlooked,I or is not aware of, the claims of collateral heirs being usually 
recoguiKed, or, on the failure of heirs altogether, that tributary States, 
like Ahmeduuaraiur, lapse to the Suserain or Lord Paramount. 


* Letter dated the 2«h October 1845, 

t Dated 6th May 1846. ■ 

t Oij this poiut oonsalt paragraphs; 

§ Letter dated 26th ApriUgie. 


of thia Miaute. 
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':of sovereignty in tlie Sfote first possessed, \vitli the r<(sevvfi,tioi.i mJHlo'by 
Boondee (done, but not affeofcing tl»e present dispute,-,that the two 
States mast be separate, and that no condition has 1)66111 made at 
the time of election to retain them both. This, therefore, being the 
custom of Eajasthan, Tubt Siiig's own right being destroyed, he oaimot 
convey that right to another, and much less to his younger son, 
who was not borh at the time the right was lost. The hjjustice'to 
the i-Edur Chief, already superseded in the succession to Marwar by'a 
junior, is, so, glaring, that Captain Lang is driven to suppose that Mr. 
Oreatlied could not have been aware of the fact that, the son to whom 
it is now proposed to transfer Abmednuggur was not in existence at 
the time of Tukt Sing’s election. He further remarks “ that the course 
recommended involves the virtual annexation of Ahmednuggdr to Jodh* 
pore, for, if Tukt Sing has a right now to substitute one son for anotlier 
in this Gbiefship, it follows, that he would have an equal right here¬ 
after, in , the event of the death of his second soni to make' it over 
to a third, or, in fact, to any other person he may. choose to, appoint, ,ap.d 
either to allow it to remain as a separate talooka, or govern it as a 
I’ergunnah of Jodhpore, as may be most agi-eeable to him.'” .In his 
final Report'*' on the Ahmednuggur question Captain Lan^^thus still 
more forcibly expi’esses himself: ' . 

"But both Colonel Sutherland and Mr. Greathed appear to go 
oven further in their ' willingness to meet Mabaraj 'Tukt Sing’s wishes, 
and yroidd not object to his sending his second son, born many inqntbs 
aftert he loft the Mahee Kanta for Jodhpore, as Rajah of Ahmednuggur, 
an act which, in my humble judgment, vpould be looked upon throughout 
the length and breadth of this Presidency as* one of the grossest 
injusticeto Edur. In the Mahee Kanta it would be universally regardesd 
as allowing the Maharajah of Jodhpore to do exactly what pleased him 
(to which, in fact, it would amount), and to trample upoh Ednr,, after 
superseding it in the succession to Jodhpore, without the slightest 

,*■'patod 22nd Apfil 1347, paragi’apltf^^ 

t I’his Sa a slight bnt innnatenal exaggeraticiiK TiilvE Sing left Alnncitlmiggiir for 
J’odliporG on tho 20tli October 1643 j his secoml $on was born on tho SGtix ihimuuy 
im,. ■ ■ ; v',:v 
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eoY'itroJ on the .part of the Britisb Governmentf nothing c^i»x\kl^ in. 

my humble judgment, more clearly show the wisdom of allowing this 
ease to be settled by the Bonn bay Govermnent agreeably to 
which lias Eitlieria been' pursued towards tlie petty States its 

supeiintonden(5e, which is evidently.so widely diifetoiit from that adopted 
among the larger indepeiideut States of Hajpootapa; 
if 1 ri.glitly remember, Golonel Sutherland himself oonsiderod at the time 
oF.the Jodhpore supeessioii as likely to be the one taken for disposing 
.' of^the Ahmednhggur'question.’'’^^ . . 

113. Colonel Sutherland has expressed^ a doubt whether Tukt 
Sing can summon his eldest son to Jodhpofe as heir apparent, and 
also 'tvli^ a younger son could be adopted into the Ahmednuggnr 
house whilst the eldest and adopted son is alive. But he not very 
Consistently adds, that; he should see but little objection to the arrange- 
nient if it were agreeable to those interested in the mate Jodlipore 
and Ahmednuggur ; and of this Edur vvould haVe ho right to complain, 

^ hince the succession has already passed away from that house, thus, 
in fact^ denying that .Edur has any interest in the matte at issue, 
and assuming for granted the point disputed. 

] 13. ’^r entirely con our in Captain Langes view of this part oE to 
.question. The proposed arrangement is, unsupported by hither law, 
eastom., or precedent. Who ever heard of one son being given in exchange 
^ for another Son in adoption fivef years after the date of the original 
adoption ? Fertile as the annals of Rajasthan are in precedents, none can 
be cited in favour of this novel arrangement. There is a passage in 
' Tukt Singes kliureeta proposing the arrangement - very adverse to its 
adoption. I.h allusiou to the precedent of the Pole family, quoted by 
Captain Laug in support of the claim of Ediir to succeed to Ahmeds, 
hug’gur^ the^ M remarks— onl^ mn conniWeil 

a pmceieiid in which is universally adopted to put a stop to strifV' 

and dupntes!^ Further, it may be asked, who ever before hoard that 
a widow who has given birth to a posthumous son possesses the right 


^ J^etter to the Government of India dat^cl the lOfch May 1816. 

. t I bo,ro aasiime as true the statement of Tukt Sing and hia party that Juswclnt 
Buig was . adopted by the widow of Trithee ping ip 1810. 
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to adopt a son at all ? 'And, a fortiori, lb may be asked, how can, itbema.in- 
t/iiuefl that a widow who. is alleged to have adopted a son iu 1840 is ,afc 
liberty five years afterwards to discard that soP at pleasure, and accept 
in exchange an infant who was not iu existence at the. time of the ori¬ 
ginal adoption ? ily what means, can any of the requirements of the 
law of adoption be }n. such a case fulfilled? Colonel Sutherland has 
hiniself phaerved* that, according to the Hindoo law, adoption could 
■only fake place during the life-time of the. person to be succeeded; 
but in practice a rule has been established that the right'of adoption 
may be exercised by the widowt in eonlbrmity with the death-bed 
injunctions of the husband,, which, of course, she has never any difficulty 
of declaring she has received. This seems fatal ^ proposed arrange¬ 
ment, for with what propriety call , the widow now disregard Wiat 
ive must assume to have been her husbahd’e death-bed injunctions by 
discarding the object of his choicej ..Tuswiint Sing, and accepting aaother 
son in exchange ? For the ordinary rules vmder ivhieh adoptions are 
sometimes allowed on this side of India, I would refer to paragraphs 84 
and si. of this Minute, and to the evidence vvhich Tukt Sing baa himself 
produced in regard to the forms and. sanctions under which they 
are permitted, Tukt Singes proposal appears to me to be altogethef 
inadmissible, for admitting, for the sake of argument, that a doubt 
may be raised Whether the connection of the son born before his transfer 
i,o tJodhpore was hy that event severed from Ahmednnggur, none what¬ 
ever can exist that such must be the consequenoe in regard to all 
sons born «/7!er his adoption into the Jodhpore fiimily. The latter, in 
short, can possess no claim to inherit whaf their father had forfeited 
before they were born. 


^ Idetfcer dated tH^.Snd Decemta^ 1843* 


t I tiot GBtered on the of the ri^ht of a widow to adopt this 

snhjeefc. I find the following romarks in VoL X., p. 100, oj PHnciples 

ard p/ X&te an imiyersal rale in B 0 n<;al. and Benares that , a 

>!vdnuxiioan tieitiier adopt a soiiy nor give away her , son in adopfcioti, withoxttr t,ha sauction of 
■ ]ier hdehand preyipitsly oBtamedi but it does not appear that the prohibitkm in MitMla, 
'whicli pTeyails avahist her rocoiving a SOti in adoption according to tlie Dci^UeU 
even witk ^ previous sancitkm of bar basband, lie being dead, extoifds to 
receimig a l)oy acoo-kling to, tlie the son p adopted will perform 

hot obsociiiies and sucbeecl to tier peculiar property, tHdng.li not to that of Her deceased ’ 
husband:’Nos* 3 and d of his kharecta dated 6feh Octobur 
Appendix A. to Mr. GreatHod’s letter dated the 24^1,October . > ■ 





W^W Ph;. it rliaa' iieeri|':git^fe»te,tl; 

vetaiiicd ia^ Tukf-Siag^s .faoji'ty ‘ is' ■ 
lllia/"Sif^ara/un^-hav'iag a- riglit to'choose a ’■ Ku'le^,'foi'tbeW-- 
'S( 6 jt‘V( 0 B'i'f.^lectiiJg.,' 'a ‘^ccBsBQr in cdnlbrniity ■ witb^'tliG Drodticd whieii 
IjieM^' -i'iili'' 'R^ijasthan. ■ I' merely ‘allude , to tlvisi . 'be’eat^ge Colonel 
Sathei'lsKid seems disposed to recommend- its arldption'in'the present 
■ 'c^sOj'misled, as'. Iiconceive, by the favotirable^ opimon lid'entertains of tint ., 
nystmn di-kctjtion as .exercised in llajasthan. ExoeOent, hoWv,d'f,';;|8,tbis.v 
maf;: •appear';.itt theory, it is not quite so perfect in ■ praotico, ' 
from ■ the: Example set before '“s of * bo younger superseding : ffieS- ■ 'j8l46p,'! 
'brauoh of ■the family, and this in defiance of the acknowledged 


'♦■'jfn nw final Eopolrfefflm tlia Almtediraggiir. cmestion, clalel the 10!^ Juno lSl6, ’tva 
remaite;—*“TliG majfeia wBIob they*' (the Oluefs) ‘‘carried throiTjG;h th«sir election, tho 
peacOablc Manner in whioh the l\IaiiiaT^iah asconrlcci the th.ron.o,.aiid the harnioiiious manner 
ill ^Mch the admitnetmtion !ms eondneted, nftbrd a ii.no speqlrrion of tho adv'anifcct^o.. 
of ailowmg. the CiMefs of a feudal woverei^nty of the firat ma^tudo to, carry 
of the first importanoe, and on the right aihoEffemeniof wMch-'^oy lea-sfc as^nutch 

iutcEBsbiitd iisd the BritiBh tJoveminont.” In the sani§ lotfcey ha^r^iol^ses tte t-ha 
systisn in rdfjpdci to HaoceBfiiion does not ^irayaii in Bajpootoav for ot-he^^^ 
have lost the fluost oxampie fchei‘.o lias, perliapSj. ev:er beoh m'lhdia of hpeaGeahl^f oteGfeibn 
and auccussion to the, throne of a powotful niqiiarahy.” In his €ntha^?ism Oolohh}^ 
guthcrbnd oyorlool^a tho -.gnavotia wrrnigvwHiqh ■ to 

■'Jhikt Binghf fittoCBssis chiefly to .be atttihuted^!^'td'.his nyai, heii^'tk' Muiot>‘: 

. ifsmrdianship of the British Go^rermnient, aapinely 'rel^ that lif^^ intereatfe'^hld bo. 
■pfotfeuie'd, and thoi’ciqre. inaotiire while the ' o^er candidate' 

■ wdv euargetiu vigour. . ■ . ; . . . : , . 
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nugg'ur bad occurred in Rajpootana^ be would lejive it to the Chief dh,d 
people of Alnaednuggur to decide the guestionj subject to tbe confirmatioa* 
of the paramount powerj whether they owe allegiance to Marwar, ijdut,, 
Of. the British Government; and in his final Beport-t ColoMl Sittherland. 
observes Had there been no adoption at Ahmednuggarj thesame form 
of eloctjon might have been resorted to with great ad vantage, for, although 
the Chiefs and OfiGcers of that petty State are imraeasnrably inferior in 
rank arid etation to those of Marwaiy there is a brotherhood, who 
would doubtless (if left to themselves, or only aided when aid is required 
from our Local Officers,) have carried through their election satisfactorily.” 

116. To these observations it will be suiFicient to state that the 
system of election to vacant Chiefships is entirely unknown in Gaiterat^ 
or in any part of this Presidency. I may. add that, supposing even 
it were deemed advisable to introduce it, we could not, notwithstanding, 
Colonel Sutherland's opinion to the. contrary, apply -it in. the , present 
case, for the requisite feudality does not exist. This is pointed out 
by Captain Lang, whp remarks ;f—This system is not even known in,the 
Edur State itself, although it has its principal Puttawuts and inferior 
Chiefs on the model of Marwar and the other-larger States of Raj- 
poot&na; therefore Ahmednuggiu', an appanage of a younger sou without 
Puttawuts, and not possessing, tberefore, the requisite machinery of eleO- 
tion, cannot asseit the right of election. 

117. For this reason I do not consider it necessary to notiep in 
detail three out of the five questions submitted by the, Government of 
India to the five principal Durbars of Rajasthan alluded to in the 78th 
paragraph of my Minute. These are entirely based on the system of 
election, and, consequently, inapplicable to a disputed succe-ssion in 
Guzerat, where no such system prevails. Here, again, I concur in Cap¬ 
tain Lang's remarks, who observes The otlier replies are not satisfao- 

* By parity of roasoniiig, tliorefore, Talft Sing’s election wagf, and ought to have been,, 
subject to tho confmnation olHhe paramount power. 

t Dttted the iOth Juno 1846. , y ^ 

S LottoiMlated the 8th ; 

f Lottor dated the 20bh Juno 1845» It is worthy of remark that in tbeso qiiGstiona 
DO distmetion is xnado botwoon soiiB horn and al’ter an election, though ifc rrmat 

be raaiiUest that a veiy matorud oho cxiufe For instance, wo may suppose that.a 



■j'' iV '’-i - * 


- .. , ' ■'. ; :.. -''.ViP1| 'ifA .' ' 'r'^i.V ■;'■ ‘,,,, , 

, '-I, "■■, ,r r' ‘i ' ■[!'■ ^'^V-'^ -i:'; Mi >'■ :, ''■■ ■ li .■■'■■' . 

’;'t^yJ^but:'lw^a^!^•''af^'^o tifee ia vxW^ui;^/ 

'■ Gasj^erarr^e'iit''dtioide-iii £i dfepatefd.^sa^xjeesi'oa’.te 
ill , GiiH.erat or Kattywiir, wbeire tlie sptei^'ptjisnqee-^sion jp^arUy^y 
aad partly by seems to. prepil in 

■unkn'qwu* ■: -.This system may wll/ ans.wbr in; llaji>q©£um;;‘:v^ .bdiFii^; . 
/pMg^-nt' body'.of;-e may^be, founds but-.not^at Editr^ ,a still l^s, 

Ahmodaaggar, where no such elections , " ' ■ v 

; i 18.' Having' now, I cronoelva^ shown th^ Almodadgg'ur CJiLbf- ■ 
ship cimaot bo retaiiied by Tukt Sing, or in bis family^ by'eitiiier oi’ thfe ' 
tiv-e rhode$ pix^posed, in his own right, or in tliat oif,,''liii, 

eldes^t son,, or in virtue of the alleged adoption of that eldest soa^ by by 
tenster W a ybnnger son, or, lastly, by election, it now only retiaaihs'.'fqt^; 
Hie to state my opinion, to whom the estate devolves ; and those who 
followed me thus far will probably anticipate that niy opinion entirely 
comcides with (hat already recorded^ by the Bombiiy Government of 
.f843 ;m favour of Jowari Sing;, the present Chief of Edur, to wham.;^ i 
coaeeiv^j Ahmednnggur and its dependencies now erf right belbngj-eitl^jr 
asa lapse.to the parent State, or as an inheritanco to the riext 

11 It has been seen that the Ranee of Edur despatched a Jli^sion 
to Jodhpore to advocate her son's claims to suecoed Mann Sing, but thatc 
it arrired too- latef to be of any service. Immediately after Tutt Sing^g, 
elcctiTOji the Ranee despatched another Mission to Bombay,^ with 
twofold abject of appealing against the mjhstice her son had suffered' 


9 on”bdm ItmW tio te fatfcor’s olc-tofioii andailc^pt-Ion ink), an other iamify nifty retain a claim 
ou family OBtato and proporcy, although the soil born al ter tho event may liawc no 
i%tifc to do so. 

“'^or the roasona’^ tobsorved this GoveTumont in its letter to t-ho Government of' 
Iiniia clatod thoiBCth:0ofcober 184^) stated by Gaptaiii Lan.g\ andiipcvagrnemlgTORndii of 
policy and in ecjnity fcowardg TUdur,' the elder braneli of the faitiily, Ahmedniigfg ur and its '' 
dependcucifis sbottld revert to Edur now tliat Tukt Sing and lus son have boon eleotivA 
JSoveroign attd Heir appaixmt of Marwair; and on Tnkt Sink’s boiny rccogiiizecTas.Mmm 
Sing^B siiocos=ror, ho tshonld bo requirocl to ronotinco for himaelf and family all cJuim ’tb- 

thabpt'inoipalTljy.” . . 

’ .t It- mtumocl to Edur CHI tho lOtii November ’J.8'i3, vide Captain Langes letter dated 
26tli:Novombor 1815. . .v\ ', 

J Fid-fi C%pttnu lotterydiSjted the Olh Novemb«xrU8l5,- ^tid the reply of Govern- ‘ 

•m'''nt dated the Ihth Novombet, •icfitruicting' that DiEccr to discoiirago .as use^ss fehe 
bonding of tkia Mission, ;> . , , . ' 
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in ^eiiig superseded in the Marwar succession by a juniov braucli oftbe 
.familyj and of prosecuting ber son’s claim to the reversion of Alirned- 
iniggnr. Tliis Mission arrived towards the end of ISl-i/' and notwitb- 
Ktaudipg repeated advice to return to Edar/ it has remained here ever 
since, urging the of Edar’s claims and soliciting justice, 

120 . On the receipt of intelligence at Edur of Tukt Sing’s dleetioni 
the Politueal Agent reportedf that “his adoption into the Jodhpore 
faioily had led to a claim on the part of the Edur Enrbar to have 
the Taloo.ka of Ahmhdnuggur restored as an appanage granted to a 
younger son by the great-grandfather both of the present Edur Chief 
and of lukfc Sing.” The Eanee of Edur and, her son. have since 
addressed repeated letters to the Bombay Goyernment urging this claim. 
In May 1844, after reiterating in strong tenast her son’s right to 
the Jodhpore Throne, and contending against the right of Maxm Sing’s 
widows to elect Takt Sing, the llanee states :—“ Ahmeclhuggur was 
assigned by the Edur State in a. d; 1773-74^ and is therefore a Sewns- 
than of the junior branch of oar family. Ahmednuggnr, Mpurassa, aiid 
Byer were granted by Edur. Tukt Sing, a descendant of Sugrarn Sing, to 
whom Ahmedmiggur was granted, having now gone to Jodhpore, his 
sons and relations ought to go and live with him. Ahmednnggur 
was first granted to Sugram Sing for his support, was, siiccessively 
held by his son, Knrn Sing, and grandson. Prithee Raj. The family 
having thus become extinct, Ahmednuggur should be. restored to the 
' Edur State.”; ■ V' i y;': 

In January 1845 the Chief of Edur addressed§ this Government 
in somewhat similar terms, and in Deceiriber of that year ho reiterated 
his claim to Jodhpore, and also to Ahmednuggur, Mourassa, and Byer, 


Its arrival was^raporteii to the Government of India on the 1 st January 1845 . 
t Letter from Captain Lan^'dated the 3rd Novembor 134 $. 

t .Letter ;dated the forwarded to tlie Governor General, of India on the 

8 th a.nclto the Hoti’ bio Cpmt of Directors on the 24fch^ A at the regaetit of the 

'Eahee of Edur, , ' ■^ 1 . 

§ This appeal-was forwardeflto^ai,id General on the 

Vth ALvrch 1845', that of pecembor 1845 wua forwarded to the Government of India on 
the l»5thJanttarir 1810, 





A.TtiC.K'OKadniIt«. 


I’cmoiistratiiig against the injustice he luis suifered. AUhoiigli,$fciU feeling 
keenly the injustice his supersession; ! believe his expectations .are 
now limited to, the recovery of Ahmeds and its depeadoucies/'^' 

12L The Governmerdr of India has resolved that the first decision: 
ill regard to the disposal of Ahmedntig’’gur' shall proceed from this 
Gaytoiment, since that estate is subject to this, Preskleiioy : the loeal 
Political Agent must he able to state with accuracy the real nature 
of tliA succession to the Chiefship which occurred on the demise of 
the, late Chief in lB4Lt This last remark refers to the deception^, 
already exposed^ which Tukt Sing practised qn'thc Political Authorities 
in Marwar in persuadingj them that he was merely Regent^ and not 
de as well as de jnn^ Chief, of Ahmqdnuggur when he was adopted 
by' thq Ranees and Sirdars pf Jodhpore. This point of the question 
has already been fully discussed and disposed of in paragrapl^s 73 to 
7 5‘of this’Mmute. 

132, As a i^rpliminary to enten upon this question, I shall 
first notice a fact to which, I conceive, much importance§ is due, namely, 
that until , the qUesftioii of the fodhpore succession was settled by Tukt 
Singes adoption, both of the candidates appear to have expected that 
wdiocver obtained the soyereignty of Marwar would, as a matter of right., 
be obliged to resign his posscssioiis in Guzerat to his less fortunate rival. 
How, then, can Takf Sing now complain if Government act towards the 
head of the femily in the same imumcr as he, though a junior branch 
of the htnnly, expecteti to have bectt^k^ had thcEdur Chief succeeded, 
instead o;f himseh’^ at the very coihmeiicenieiit of this disjmte, and before 
Tukt Sing’s election bad taken place? Captain .fjinig suggested|| the pro¬ 
priety of Tukt Sing, in the event of his election, being required to relinquish 


Vide Ca)>fc£im banglotcer , the asth Novombor 18ia. In reply to his last 

appeal the Chief of Edur wti1S'‘iiiic)riiied that the Jodhpore qnosfcioa was irrevocably 
settled,' 

t Letto-v from the Governuieut of dated 7tl\ March 1845. , ■ 

J Vide Major Tboibsb/s leffcer dated tlio 2lat jUay 1814, with eiiclosurtVi. 

§ The late Mr. Boyd, B-esident at Baroda, cpjisidered . that great Weight was duq io 
Tukt Sing’s expectation of the reversion of Bdur had the ISdnr Chief born'o'loofced. 
Vide his letter to Government dated the SUii Ociobor 1843. ' 

!| Vide his idfcfcers datotl the Stli October and 3rd tmU 8th Noveuibbr 18^3. 








' 3^0 AiraEDNUGGUR gncOESSION. 

Ahmednuwg'ur, observing with ^reafc impartialitv, ibatj should thAelectidn; 
■ fall on Edur, he concluded Edar would revert to Ahmednuggur. There 
caiinotj boweyOrj he the.slightest doubt that when the event was uncer¬ 
tain, Tubt Sing actually preferred* * a claim to the raversionior Eclur; and 
it ia equally certain from the facts adduced by the Bolitical Agent that 
the Edur Durbar would have beep, constrained to admit the claim. . On 
itbis subject Captain Lang observes that, had the Chief of Edur been 
elected, the Ranee would have had a stronger claim than that now 
urgedf by the opposite party to have adopted a spa from the Soor branch 
of the family. Not only, however, did Tiikt Sing expect to eueeeed, btit 
the Edur Durbar thought his right valid. la 1839i moreover, when 
Jowan Sing, the Chief of Edur, was dangerously ill of small-pox, the 
llanec, with the aid of her brother, removed some valuable property to 
their own village, because they were aware tb at, had the CbieEs illness 
proved fatal, Edur must, as a matter of course, have revertedj: to Ahmed- 
nuggur. . On this subject the Political Agent further remarks (letter 
dated the 20th June 1845) :—Had the Chief of Edur been elected, he 
might, as nearest of kin, have had aplansible pretext for retaining Edur as 
a dependency of Marwar. Tufct Sing-’s expeetation, however, constitutes 
a strong argument in favour of Ahmednuggur reverting to Edur as being 
''' anappanage originally assigned by Edur to a younger brother ; it cannot 
with any show of reason, be trauhferred to Jodhpore.” The .Raueq of 
Edur, when her son was ill, did not expect to retain .Edur by adopting a 
son “to the exclusion of Ahmednuggur, which would have succeeded 
to Edur as a matter of course. This would not have been permitted.”§ 

Vide Captain Lang’g} letter fco Colonel Siitlierland datecl the Oetobor 184,3, 
informmg' liirn that during the earl^r part of the Jodhipovo (lisoussion he .had rGoei^od a 
ineasage from Tukt Sing through bis Agents, then at Sadra^ as^^erting his claim to .hdur 
ia the'eveiH of Jowau Sing succeeding to the throne of Marwar- ? 

• t Or that Prithee Sing’s widow ©hould be perimtted , to a $on, haviihj lost her 

hushaiul/ov/ryeaT$ mdh&r 0mi smneOiTly two! ! ! . • >. 

t If, therefore, Captain Lang remarks, Edrtr, the parent State, would not have .been 
tdlowod to adfpt or olopt another Chief, and the parties m entertainod 

tiQ oxpeotabio, ;i, that thie w'ould be allowed, it followa that an adoption by a junior branch 
of .the fami)’' could aot be allowed without great injustice to Edar. ' 

. § In jUxistration of the nnreaaonablenesa of tiie eKp^otaiiohs of Tukfc Sing’s party, 
he gives ' die GUise of the Eanoe and her son dying, and the, widows! of Gurnbur Sing, two 
of whoiri are living, advanoing a claim to adopt. This has already been quoted in'iho 
note 1 0 paragraph 102 of this Minute. : - ^ , 







Avmi’iDmjaotm stjc'cmtok- 


In retcrc’ACO to expectation, and the infercaci^ of necessity toJ)C deduced 
Worn it, I regret to' remark that Tiikt Sing lias written evasively* In the 
note submitted by the' Jodhpore Vakeel to Mr. Greatheditis ‘written 

neither of these subjects, that is, neither on his own elevation 
to the Ahmednuggur ^ did the Maha¬ 

rajah ever address Captaiti Lang, nor did he direct any one else (to do so): 
so why docs this gentlemaii write on rmbjects wh still wrapped 

up in the MahaTajah^& breast? In his heart, perhaps, the Maharajah 
aspires to universal empire, but hp^V coidd an aspiration find its 
way Into an official xlocument ?''^ Colonel Sutherland has offered no 
remark on the inference to be deduced from the expectation mutually 
entertained by but merely relarst Sing's i’«ply* 

Mr. Greathed in the did not con>sider the subject to bo of 

siiffielcnb^^m comroaBicate,t as it appeared to him ‘Uo 

touch, the cphsistency of Tukt Sing's eonduct, ancl^^n merits of the 
case,^'* aM he dhln^^ the admission by Ediir pf the right of 

reversion, because it had not been, and never could be, submitted to the 
test of experience. There can, however,: I conceive, be no doubt that, 
Tukt Sing did really entertain the expectation imputed to him, aud that, 
had matters in regard to the Bovereignty of Marwar. been reversed, Ednr, 
do/tho facts stated by Captain Lang^i must have aeqiiieseed. I therefore 
iiiink that Tukt Sing, when the point at issue was undecided, aftorded 
very strong inferential proof of the justice of the claim now preferred by 
Edur to the reversion of Ahmednuggiir/ ■ ' 

' 1S3. The Hon^ble Court of Directors have directed§ that /‘^ the 

opinions and usages of Cluzerat are to constitute the standard of judgment'** 


* Dabod Isb Kay 1846, and foriaing an aocompammenb to Mr. Greathed’s E(jporb 
dated the 6tli May I8't6* ■ ' v , 

f letter to the Governmont of India dated the 10th May 1840. 

.% y<idf} Mr. Greathed^a iettei' dated tiiG S4fch October iBl'h. 


rh this be obaervea, 

without , aiming, Sing expeefcod and hoped to obtain Mur in case of ftsk 

niisHing Jodhpdre rhe OTOs, with roferen the welhhnown passion of the H£ypor)t .for- 
tcrritoral aggrandisement, that the Gongotation that would have been derived by the 
ousucoessrul oompofcitot iii obtaihitig hia more fortunate, rw patrimony induces bim 
to think it very likely, had the Bdur Chief been olbeted to Jodhporo, ho should now have 
been ta giag hia claim to save Ediir from the ohitches of the Eidei^pf Ahmedrmggmr. 

> § Hdf? paragraph 42 of this Millute.. 
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iri'-determining’ Ihi^ cnsa Tukfc Sing* *, however, desires that the 
customs and usages of Rajasthan should be appealed to, and apparenllf 
Mr. Greathed prefers this to the standard prescribed bj^ the Kordlde 
Court, Tukt Sing contends that the Rhatore States established in 
Gi;i^erat ;bf Anuad Sing* and his de^^cendauts have adhered to the cust^ 
and usages of their native country despite their separation from its soil, 
and cites an instance in which they w'Ore appealed to both by I!dur and 
Ahtoeclouggur. A remark contained in one of Captain Langes letters 
is also cited in support of this fact. Hence Mr, Greathed concluded 
an appeal to the opinions and usages of Gum’at is equivalent to an 
appeal to what obtains in Jodhpore, and, consequently, to Rajasthan/'’'^ 
Captain Lang disseiitef from this opinion,, and points out in what respects 
as sgards successions the customs and usages of the two provinces are 
m intially different. : ' • 

124, It may certainly be coneeded to Mr. Greathedj: that the 
customs and usages of the two pi*ovinces are in many points idehticaL 
On the other Hand, it is equally certain that oii other points they vary. 
The custom of election and adoption to vacant Ghiefehips, for instaiice, 
prevails in Rajasthan, biit no trace of it exists in Guzerat, The qiies- 
tlon at issue arises out of this custom, and I coTiceive, therefore, that, 
even supposing that Tukt Sing could foimd a claim thereon to retain 
Abmednuggur, it is not available for his parposa, but that the rule 
pxesciihed by the Hon^ble Court, that the opinions and customs of the 
province in which Ahmednnggur is situated. Is alone conformable to 
equity and justice. 

^ Loiter dated 24th October lS4o. , 

t bettor dated, bho 25fch April 1846. 

* This gentleman is, orcoiirse, correot in «*i,ssmniiug that by the tern ** usages of 

(.hizerat” used in thifiJ correspondence is meant “ thG usages of flaipoobs in Ouiserat With 
rofereuco to this remark Captain Lang in his letter to the Kesidenfc at Baroda, dated the 
8i>h Nov'ember 1643, observes ;-"'* It is ontirely on the ground thatTultb Sing is acting 
epThrary to eny Bajpoot usage whid^ can rpoognixe and sanction in justice to the 
Ediir State that I so strongly advopate the revetaion of Ahmodnuggur to Edur,*’and 
in his letter of the 16th November 1843 ho adds If unimpartial deoisiou coidd be ' 
obtained from thh Eojpopt .cbmrnunity of b on the subjoct, talcon in connection with 
the saporsesaipn of the elder branch of the fatixily in the .Todliporo succossioni there 
cannot be a doubt it would be in favour of Kdur.’’ 






AUME»'OT0Qrit SUCCBSSiON, 


125.' A ,ie\y remarks are, therefore, now necessary in explanation 
of the priftciples on wl)ich successions to Cliiefeliips under this iPresi- 
deney are -usually tegulated. Whenever, then, as fre(juently happens, these 
arc eoiith'sted, they are urvariahly 'settled by the direct inter#ntion‘of 
Government on a careful examination of the pretettSihns of the ■ difi'erGht' 
candidates, and in cases like the present, the party who on 
is proved to be the legitimate heir, is recognized ds sitch and put in 
possession^ in other words, the rights of inheritance are held sacred. 
The elective s.ystem is unknowa, and adoptions* are never 
to'the prejudice of near relalious. On this system Colonel Sutherland 
has observed It would be dangerous to discuss or settle such (jiiestibns 
according to the Hindoo Law, and if Eajpoot States in regard to succession 
arc regulated by the law of inberitanCe, they musbj through the division 
of property, very soon cease to be substantive States.”t The Governor 
eeneraFs Agent, however, here misapprehends the matter. > The right 
of sufecession to Chiefships, and the exercise of the rights appeftai'uiug 
thereto, devolve exclusively^: on the eldest son, brother, nephew, or 
next of kin to the Chief deceased; the youtiger sons ard only entitled 
to a reasonable and suitable maintenance. Each in Guzerat has a peculiar 
dCsigiiation. The Chief, or head of the family, is called Pathis, Sovereign, 
or Prince j the subordinate member, Phmthya. The strict principle of 


* I iTiiay here qaDfcf>* m illiistmtiqn of fclie principloj the oelabratiGd ease of Bad ha Sae0> 
tlici widow of tho late B’^utteah Sing, Gaekwap, who Wcast permibtbd to adoi^t, with a reser¬ 
vation that the adoption would give no oloim to the Dowlat or State to the projudioo of 
the brother of the deceased, the present Gaokwaxv 

+ Letter to the Ooyornmenb of Indiardated fchodOfeh Jnno 

t The only exception to the general rule ,met .with in this park of India is found 
amoiig the remarIdiblo tribe.qf Eattics,in the PoidiiSida of Gwiirerati. among whom it is 


usual on the occaisiou pf eveiy lapso to dlvido^ the e^fcatOj share and share alike, amon^- 
aliiho SOBS../,';/. ; 

§ According to the opinion of a sBehgal'pimdtt, the system pursued horo is in 
oantbrmity with Hindoo pracbice; he As divisibility of a jaghire, it is 

stated in the Kamayamirv Bharailuui^’ (ancient books)- the orown was ontaiiod on the 
oldest son; the, rest provided with mean^} of livelihood being left to conquer lop them¬ 
selves' aiew countries.' Though by Taw the kingdom might have been, divided, yet in 




824 . AiiMDNrGcntii suocbssion. 

SitUierlancl is avoided; ■ I imagine tbat ilio Bombay Government alluded 
to this deviation fKo the ordinary ride of the law when it 
that dhi not regard the preseht quesfciou, m 

which case ail equal division among all the sons would be nee'esaary/'’ 

126. In his letter of December 1843 Cnptain Lang 

explains how disputed sue settled on this side of India;,, 

namely, by Goveniment, on their merits, and not, as iii Marwar, by eletv 
,tion and adoption ^ , and as an additional reason for not departing from 
the ordinary rale in the present case, he justly remarks that Ilis 
Highness the Gaekwar^s lights are involve, the Mahee Kanta being 
tributary to his Government* In his subsequont , letter of the 20th 
if line 1845 he illustrates the system by citing the two recent cases 
of succession to Joonaghur mid Limreef the one a Mahomedan, the other 
a Hajpoot State. In the latter instance the Bhjmd^ or freiyige, desired 
to set aside a posthumous son in favour of a collateral branch of the 
farnily. Thiswas, hovvover, disallowed by Government, and a RegenOy' 
was, under its authority, appointed to manage the estate duriag the 
infantas mmority. He likewise cites the cases of Mourassa and Byer, 
already alluded to in this Minute /?;ii^ paragr^^^ 11 to 16), in both 
of which Government interfere authoritativotyf^ and in the last 6f which 


their pnidonce t}r*s coulr^to w«as preferred, it being fcbonght that, if It were given f-o ail, 
fitrifo would ensue s therefoi*e, and as pmdenco ofton irrevails against.law, a kingdom is , hot 
divisible. It is so settled in many countries, On tliis Mr, Kllis comraentg What tbo 
law calls the enjdymont of sovefeigh poworj paramoiiUt or siibordinafco, cannot; ^ 

bo divided, for diyisions would destroy it; and it is a tnaMi that nothing shall be divklocl 
which would bd destmycd by But the eflbcfcs aiid privateVjsta^ of a Sovereign 

iMnee may, and ought to, be divided like the pTOperfcy of others among kis children,'^ 
and Mr.fPhacker'"^y» hits Member of Cpxincil at Madras, observes succesaion Of 

^omindsirs has never been regulated by the oominon liindod Law of inherimuce, but by 
the usage of the conntiy or the pleasure of the GovenhmoEt. Had they been divisible, 
wo should not have foimd/so of ancient date stiU existing a.S wo do ;'!f Those 

oxtracta obtaiaed from TJrnmas Btremge-s Elements of Eindoo LaiOi Tol. II., p. gCS'/tead 
‘ to prove that the Bbmbay system prevails gonorally throughout India. 

J X have before observed that the Mouragsa case is much roHiKhon by^ 
party atid by Mr. Gmathed on his behalf. I beg to reier to the ao<30unt I have elsewhere 
given (pfkragraphs 11 to 10 of this Minute) Of this case, showing that it occurred boforo, wo 
obLuned the ma the Mahee that, in confirming it when tho 

peace of the c<mntry was throatoned, we followed policy of ratifying tho 

deed 'of the Goveimment which preceded us without eiitering into the morita of the ctis© 

, on abBtraot,principles of jnsike.' , ■: ^ 
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Ke hhiiseU^ advocated on fche merite of the case the side of , Ahmed- ; 
naggur against Edar. The former, therefore, cannot complain if the 
prefe^eiit dispute is decided on the same principles* Edur, , on the other 
hand, woTild have great cause to complain if, after we had deprived it of 
Mouras^a ami a considerable share of Byer, which they had acquired 
when we had no share in the management of the Mahee Kanta, we 
refuse to investigate and deckle their claim to Ahmednuggiir on the 
same abstract principle of justice wheix our authority is paramount 
throughout tlie province, and we have issued a proclamation that resort 
to, violence for real or pretended grievances will be re^ 
serious offeucev^ Enally, in his lotler 1846 he remarks, 

that a greater degree of interference is hecessaiy in regaM to the sm 
Chiefships of Guaerat and Kafctywar than is usual with the larger and 
more independent States of Eajpootanaf^ and contends that, 
same system prevailed in both, Jowan Sing, the Chief of Ediir, would 
now have been Sovereign Of Marwar* All disputes between Edur and 
Ahmedunggur have hitherto been on the same principles as 

those of other Cldefs of Giizera^^ and it would be unjiist to Edur now 
to depart fcom those principles, and the more especially since, under tho 
authority exercised by thk Government in such matters, Edur ha.s 
generally suffered in its differences with Ahmedn^ and the other 
subordinate-branches of the family- 

127- In refutation of the of Edur to the reversion of 

, Ahmednuggnr, Tufct Sing contends that, practically, it has been altoge- 
. ther independent of Jklur ; and in support 0 this, ha produces a docu¬ 
ment piivportingv to be the original Sunnud under which Abmcdnuggiir 


' ^ Wbilfit- propario^? tHa Mintifco a dooumetit has passed under my observation in 
wMch even Colonel Bttthdriand adinifcs sygitem in force hero of .rospOctin^ 

tlie rights of iiiboritooe is .proforabie to that in force in Bajasthaii of allowing fclio 
widow" to adopt a son froui among the nearest of kin of hOr late hftsband. In h.lo lotioi* 
to tho OoTOniihent of India dated the 23rd Septembpr 1840, with roforenoo to a disputed 
succession to tho petty State o Doongurpore, he observes j—*“l''horo is, doubtless, much 
ittconvonienoe in thissyetom fws,, adoption by widows), and^t heUerif thi ncare.^t oj 
Mn fiiicceededs but among Efifipoots goneraliy it appears to bo considered dae to widows 
to allow the?n to adopt iwohild, and ow% oMlctrmt can bo adopted.'’ Thoro is another 
. fi< .I mission (that Tukl Sing, a young man of 24 years of ago, waS Jncligibio for adoptioo by 
J:he widow of Mahaaraj Maun Bing- V 
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was oorjferred on his g^rariclfather^ Sugram Singv This, 

Greathed, is ’quite; imcondiiional of to the parent State, 

Admitting', however, perfect ir^dhpen- 

(knee, the fact of indisputebk possessioti fpi: eevente during, llie 

. grantee Sh^o Sing^ life, the eai’ly death of Bliowan Sing, Idie minority of 
suocessoiy must have facilitated the assumption and 
luainteBauce by Sugram Sing and bis successors of uiKSontrolkd supre¬ 
macy in the Ahmed^^ State, and the Mourassa case may be cited asi ; 
proof of ihdepende]^ Iii his final Eeportf this gentleman adds 
lull cohsiderati of the oonstitutioh of these Gu^^erat Rhatom States 
and of preeederits yi^hich rnay be cited from these annals leads m.e to ’the 
conclusipU that Edur has no reversionary claims on Ahmednuggtir/'^ 

, 138. The fact of the political independence of Ahmadnuggiir 
may, I conceive, be admitted without -in any way invalidating the 
claim of Edur now to succeed to thateetate either as a laps^^ or as an 
inheritanee, for Ahrnednuggur must now he regarded in the position 
supposed by Colonel Sutherland; of a house loUhout a% kdrf 
appears to me, the effect of Tiikt Sing's election and adoption is the 
same as if he and his sons had aU been swept off by the hand of death, 
and, without the possibility, according to any mcogniml priMple of 
law or u^age, of his line being continued by adoption. If this is 
admitted, an estate so circumstanced must, according to Rajpoot usage, 
revert to the parent State. But granting, for the sake of argument, 
that this can be controverted, the Edur Chief can fall back on his rights 
of inheritance, since, on reference to the Geiiealogieal Tables annexed to 
ihia Minute, we find that after the removal of Tukt Sing aud his 
mxiB he is maresi of kin. 

129. It is unnecessary, therefore, to enquire whether the Sunniidl 
produced by Tukt Sing is really the original deed under which his 
grandfather obtainedi Ahmednuggur. Had the point at issue been 
any way dependent on this document, I could not pass it by without 


■ ViJ ,0 loltor &'ted3'tth Oefcobor lSli> '-HwI 'fiikt Siug’u Ichai'eetii ucco.iapauyuig it. 
,t Datetl Wie 6th May 1,3,16. - ■ ' - , • 
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challenge^ and roquiri-wg good and sufficient ovidonce of its being 
genuine. It seems to me to be highly improbable that a RfAjpoot Prince 
would have sown the seeds of discoi^d m his family by diyidiag, as 
Sheo Sing is alleged to have doncj his estate into two separate and 
indepeudeiii sovereignties after the deceptions which have been estah* * 
lished against Takt Sing in the inato of his son^s adoption and in 
iN&gard to hia own position at Ahmedauggur at the period of his transfer 
to; Jodhpore. It would not, I tbinky be considered unreasonable to demand 
the most satisfactory^^ of its gonmneness before we attach credit to a 
docnment so entirely opposed to B^poot usage and feeling. Colonel 
Sutherland admits in his letter dated the 10th June 1S46 that the 
indepciident settlement of his second son by Sheo Sing is unusuaL 
‘^^ ThcTC is nothing'^ (he observes) ^rpeculiar in the circumstances under 
which Ahraednuggiir was separated from Edur by being assigned as a 
provision to a yoitnger son, although suoh a proviston m 
dayy or for many gernratwm would be Unusual in any of the princi¬ 
pal sovereign houses of Rajpootana* 

130. On one occasion Colonel Sutherland threw out a hint of 
th^ possibility of Ahmednuggur reverting to Jodhpore instead of Edur.f 
As Tukt Sing has^^ (he observes) relinqtiislicd hu Ahmednuggur Ckiqf^>^ 
ehip far %e mmnigrdy of Marwar, what is to become of this possession ? 

I imderstand Ahmednuggur a branch of the Edur Houses from which it 
was separated less than a century ago,—I conclude the portion of a 
younger son,--^Edar itself was separated from Mar war some generations 

- ——..—-. 

* I'iie Missiori how in Bombay from Ednr will not admit; tho xlecd, and desire to ^ 
produce a number of ancient documents to establish th© mode in which such grants , 
used to bo made to younger sons, namely, as a maintenance. In his letter of the 2i6th April 
1816 Captain Lang remarks on the improbability of a Chief establishing a younger son . 
in ^ seiiarafeo sovereign own possoSBioh. He adds, that h© is informed that 

Sugram Sing, to whom Ahmednuggur was assigned, resided at Edur until his father’s death, 
and received Ahmednuggur and the few villages then dependent on it as a maintenanc©, 
'The disputes w'Moh ensued between the minor Chief of Edur and lu8 uncles obliged the 
latter to retire to Ahmednuggur, which, doubtless, ioxl the Gaek'war Authorities to recog^ 
ni.'zp Ahmediutggnr as a separate tributary State and it has ever since been so regarded 
by the British Government, Its tiibute was Uted by Colonel Ballantine in 1812, and 
this is proof of the poHtloaV iuclependenqo of Edur having been recognized, and 
wliich h© never intended to deny. 

t Letter cUited the Snd October 






: ■ AnMET)K17aaD'E"’St;cOESSl'ON. ' ■' 

Jjgo, becoiMihg. also, I conokde, the pottioji of a'youilgeL- son of Mamar, 
Supposing, then, Maharaj Tukt Sing has not a second or third son to 
take his plaoe at Ahmedaugguv, will that Chiefship revert to Edur, from 
whiph it was lastspparatedi, or to MarMiv*^^ t^ common parent ? Colonel 
Suthcrlantl does not offeiia decided ppinion on this,bat quotes a 
case'which has lately occurred in the Serohi Principality, which seems 
to fayonr a reversion to Jodhpore. Many generations ago Niraaj was 
assigned aS a provision for a younger son. In process of .time Niipaj 
made a provision for U' younger, eon, whose descendant died a few years 
since without heirs. , Both. Serohi and Nimaj claimed tho' reversion, 
and after due enquiry a decision w;as passed in favour of ISimai, it being 
mled that, although Serohi on failure of heirs might claim the rever¬ 
sion to Nimaj in her own feudal Chiefship, she could not justly claim 
: what had been granted by Nimaj whilst heirs of that honse were in 
existence^ 

181:.^ above decision appears pqrfeotly just. The precedent, 
however, seems to me to he in favour and not against the; present claim 
of Edur to the reversion of Ahmednuggur, since the historical sketch 
I have given at the commencemont of .my Minute of the origin of the 
Edur family proves that Colonel Sutherland is in error in supposing that 
Edur ever formed a part of the Jodhpore sovereignty and becauie 
separated from it ns a provision assigned to a younger son, except as 
being of the same clan and springing from the same parentage, The 
founders of Jodhpore and Edur had scarcely any connection with, each 
other, hut, at all events, the}'- never stood in the feudal relation to one 
another of lord and vassal. Both States were founded by conquest of 
the Bhoomia or original Rajpoot possessors of the soil. On this point 


• On this subject see paragraph 8 of this aiinnte. ... 

t Tukt Sing docs not assert this. In his first khureeta acoompanyirig Major 
Tboreshy’s latter dated the 13bh Dooember 18dS, when rooountiug ttie mode in which 
Edur was obtained by tho present family, ho says ' ' 

“ The then Edo of Bdnr was possessed only of ordinary capacity. When the S'oolmh 
of Gnsei'ab'was conferred by tho l^adslia on Mahm.'i\jah Abhp'Spiffs orders were issued for 
glraig him the said places; upon this the wholo of the 'Aornindam ftnd others represented 
to the- two.Miiharpjahs (Ammd Sing and Haw Siiih) that the S'oobahof Ciuzerat having 
beenconforredouAbohSiug, and they boing Ida own brothers, they should taka possoa- 
sion of the places’ in question j they did ao,” 
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Cz^ptaih Lnng laasi' tomavked With tlie ^ixceptiou of' the few years 
Abell Sihg nominally hold EdaVj i\s well an Jbdbpore^ when confcrrecl 
on him with tlio Soohalularee of Ahmedabad, by the Emperor of Delhi, 
ho cannot ascertain that any conuGction ever esiisted between tliow. 
During the last 115; years, the period which the present dynasty has 
held Jiditr, only one instance can be cited of Eclur haying*;applied:fo 
and obtained the aid of troops from Jodhpore/ and this pccnrix^d diiri 
the early struggles of the family with the Blioomia Ilajpoote of the 
Mahce Kaiita, who for many y,ears contested with them the posseSsiou 

132.. On the other hand, it has been, clearly shown 
migghr for a long period formed part to Edur Pnncipa|ity; tiiut, 
in fac^^ offshoot from Edur, hy which State it was assigned as a 

provision for a younger son. Although :for some years past it has enjoyed 
political indepeiKlence of Iklitr, a very intimate connectiori lias alwa^ 
existed between the two States,,and Ahinednuggiir has always been 
regarded, and has admitted itself to be, a Babordinate branch of Eduh 
it is asserted by Captain Lang,, and admittedf by Tukt Sing 
that during the reigns of Gurnbiir Sing' of Edur and Kitrn Sing 
of‘Ahmednuggur, the former of whom died only eleven, and the latter 
nine, years ago, Kura Sing invariably attended wiffi followers 
when required by the Edur Chief to aceompany him in any of his 
more important military expeditions, a service which expressly marfe 
the feudal subordination of Ahmediuiggur to Edur. No mspeeteble 
Rajpoot Chief of Marwar will deny the fact of such suliordinatioin 
It follow’ 3 , therefore, I think, ds a matter of course, that if it is admitted 
that Ahnieduug'gur is now a house without an heir on the precederit 
of Nimaj quoted by Colonel Sutherland, Ahmednuggur ought how 


* Letter dated the 20th June l&iS. 

t V'f^o Mr. GroatheiTwS letter elated the SiUli October X8M. This g-entlornan, Iutw''. 
■ever, states that ‘*Tukt Sing verbally assured him that this aid was oiily aflbrclCd when 
the Chiefs wore eh.' good toms, and did nob affoed, the eqxtality of the two States,*’ 

(Viot of. military.service being rendered hy Ahmedniiggu'r bo Edur being admitted i.? Bithi- 
ciont j but, ae has boea observed by Captain Lang in his letter dulod the 25th Ap)nl 1846, 
the tacts brought’to light iri regard, to the alleged adoption of'Tulcfc Sing’s son destroy the 
credit which might otherwise be duo to tlio nicro assertion of Takt S.iiig and his addi^oro 
whou their own iuteroat^i are involved. 
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,tb'x‘ov,ert to Kduf, the parent' StintOj and not to JodiipbrOj-for^althotigli, 
as'is justly remarked* iiy Captain Lan<r,«' 'w}ion might s(>^fwtnenlly 
constituted right, as it has done in these Kajpoot States, precedents 
may he found for most things • yet in dheory the rule; will he genei-uUy 
admitted throughout llajwarra ihat an estate, or n^ipanage 0/019, estate, 
lapsing for vsant pf 'keirs rmerts, to the primipalUy or estate, hy wMek 
it and the few cases which have occurred within 

his laipwjedge in Guzorat and Kattywai’ have, like the Niinaj ca#;e, ■ 
been M settled on; the decision invariably depending, rpi 

‘twhether the property had been assigned direct from the principal State, 
or been derived from a former appanage or putta of that estate.” , 

X8S, The precedentst I have cited from Colonel I'of a Anmh of 
likewise support the present claim of Edur to the reversion of 
AhaiedBUggiir at the corameneemeht of the present dispute. Moreover, 
Colonel Sutherland himself recorded an opinion in favour of Edur 4 — 
The (question relating to the disposal of A hraednuggur,” he observes, 
will, of course, rest with the Bombay Government, should it be con- 
sidered that any change in its relative position to us and to Edur 
becomes necessary in consequence of, Tukt Singes election totbe sove¬ 
reignty of Marwar, lie having ofFspringSj or, I conclude, collateral heirs, 
who, accordiiig to Eajpoot usage, may succeed toliim in Ahmednuggur.’’ 
Then follows a passage I have already quoted in p-aragraph of this 
Miiiute, followed by the adraissiou ‘f that the more usual course, however, 
would be, if Ahmednuggur be an offshoot from Edur, for the possession 
to revert to the parent house if it should now be considered to have 
fallen into the position of a house without an heir.” This should be 
considered by Governmenty and if its decision “ is in conformity with 
Rajpoot usage, neither party will have a right to •complaiu,” or, if it does 
do so, it will not “ carry along with it the sympathy of the Rajpo# 
world.” 

134'. Supported, therefore, as the claim of Edur is by the decided 
opinions recorded by the late Colonel Tod and Captain Lang, as Well as 

5^ Letter dated the 20tli Jttne 

t Fijie paragraphs 30/31, aTid152 of this Muiu % , ; 

J Letter to the Governtnent pf Twdia dated the 29bh October 1813, . 
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by tliaii, tliougb expressed in more qualified term?, by Colonel Sutiier- 
lapd, t rai^rhl, perhaps, without risk to the Rajah, a-ely on their testimony 
alqiio for a decision being passed in his favour. I shall nevertheless pro^ 
dace some further testimony 1 hiive discovered in its support, , 

135. In a . former part of toy Minute referehce^ hea ^ 
to the dispute which occurred |n 1823 between Edur and Ahmed- 
nuggur' respecting the reversion to the Byer estate on the death of 
the Chief witlioiit male issue. On that occasion the late ■ Colonel. 
Spiors, then Political Agent in Mey war, was requested to obtain 
opinions of the principal States of Rajwarra on the point at 'issue. 
These opinions are, of course, the more trustwortliy fro^^ 
been obtained in a case totally uncoiinectecl with the present dispute. 
Those of Oodeypore and Pertabgbur (the only Durbars who appear 
to have answered the reference) entirely, corroborate the principle for 
whiph Captain .Lang contends i the present instancGi Oodeypore 
replies ;~^^The ea^^ Rajwarra is, that the Chief of the family 

shpdld provide from hia own property for the younger members. If the 
younger have no heir, the provision reveyts to the Chiefs if there be a 
daughter, the GJuef shall provide for her marriage, but she cannot dis¬ 
pute. Jowan Sing of Ednr is the Chief, and Ahmednuggur, Moura^sa, 
and Byer are his brothers. The state of things is, therefore, thusi—* 
Ahmednuggur and Bdur are brothers holding each a share; when the 
division took pl^ if Mourassa and Byer appertatned 

to Edur, they should, do so nowj if' to Ah mednuggur, they should so 
remain. Byer and Mourassa belong to that party to whom they then 
belonged, and to which they did service but if afterwards, ia consequence 
of disputes, tbey may have seceded from one party to the bther and thus 
terminated the dispute, or if the Gaekwar dr British Government may 
have decided and attached them to one aiillah, then so it must remain. 
But if they always remained as first settled, and the dispute concerning 
them was never decided, then Edur has the right to claim them/^ The 
Pertabghur State replies:—It is thus the eiistom in Rajwarra. The 
Chief of Edur is the head of that Raj; to a younger braneli of that 

* V'kk imi'cigranlis iJo 21. 
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family' the estate of Bycr waabssigued; W that bninoli'Ihoro is no 
hoiv; dhorefore the ■ estate ' again becomes* tW twoper\v of the'Chief of 
Edor,!: lip one else has apy elaim on it. This-is the custom;"" • Stronger 
npiniona^ than these could no,fc be expressecl in favonr of the Etlur claim. 
Subatitatp, Ahmednnggur for Bycr, and the ca^s are exactly parallel. 

1S6. Another prehMent, or that of the Raoa of Pole, is also cited 
ivy Captain Lang in support of the Edur claim.* They are the descendants, ^ 
of the llahtdre family, who possessed Bdiir before it was conquepd by 
the present dynasty. For the last two or three generations tho Rttos of 
Pole have :snceeeded to that Chiefship from the small Hhuhut of Yeeyabur 
in the Edur Talooka ; and when in 184S the present Rao succeeded, 
sdthough he h Yeerabur and its dependent villages devolved, 

accordhig to custom, to his brother. The Ilaos of Pole are now subor- 
dinate to Edur, though their dependence ia merely neniiiial. They' have 
dwindled down into insignihcance,, most of their villages consisting 
merely of Bheel huts; but nevertheless they cling with aR 
of a Rajpoot to their ancient feelings and customs, and are regarded* 
with the greatest respect by the Bhoomia Raj poota of the province. 
Theh poverty might form an excuse for the retention of the Veerabur 
mM in addition to the Chiefships of Pole if it were hot, Ppposecl 
to all their notions of right and wrong. The facts as stated by Gaptaih 
Lang - are not derived by Tubt- Sing,: who, however, in onp of his 
khhreetasjt has made a very feeble attempt to explain them away, 
Gn'this precedent, which appears to me to be so .much in point, Mr.* 


* Vide letter aafcGcX the I8th December 1849. ■ , ; . , ; 

’ + Dafecl. Mb, Petobor mS, Appemlbc B. to Mr.^are^ljeO’s Boport Bated the 24th 
Ortohor 1845. The Mabavajiili obsorvea with respo.ot to the hoiiao of I’cle belonging to. 
fbo Bctateea Babtoreg /^“ Subject* to Betur, and the widow of that boMeacl^upting tie 
nofeesBor of Veerabur, who, iiotwitlwtanduig ho had issue, , surrendered his patrilnojoy to 
biabrnther on becomijig the Lord; of Pole. Admitting tho foots to be rightly stated, the 
case is not in point, for the owner of Polo is a dopomiui nnet stibjsot of thOvBdac, Mtete. 
'Plus cannot alfoot me: A pecsOnmdy foe gome, voason or another chooao to gire'tlway or 
abandon his hbiise* and ohattoW. He is at liberty to do so, and this . may b® the narinco 
of the liord of Pole, but forfoivd that all Tlajasthan and other places shpuld : too, gindod 
by his exaiiple* That only am be coasfdei’cd a pragedetifc wKioh •uiuvorsaily {itloptocl 
to put a stop to stbTfo and tliapute: la cUkI that of dfcliomy tliB .Eaooi .lolo 

aispluyed an erroneem .notion of in ^nmcting^ iwi injury on the intorcdtB of 

.Idfismu” : , ■', ’ ''■ '• ' 'r-' .' ;. 
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tireatlied merely #emarks that ho is not aware whether the Pole family 
maintaia the ' same ohservances of the laws of Rajasthair j they are 
the representatives of the Eilux’eea Rahtores who were dispossessed 
by, Anund Sing and his brother, and^ according to Colonel Tod, are 
the descendants of Jor Sing> the second son of Shep Sing, who first 
led the Rahtores from Ganonj into Marwar in the hegianing of the 13th 
centmy. Iieaving their insigniflcaace out of the qwestion, Mr; Great- 
bed dotibts .whether the Customs of the Pole family form as safe a 
standard for jndgment : as precedents* drawn from Rajasthan Proper, 
From this opinion I dissent, for, as the Pole family belong to Guzerat, 
and as the present qnestion is to be decided according to the customs 
of Guzerat, and not according to those of Rajasthan, the precedent is 
exceedingly strong in favour of Edur, 

. . 137. If however, the strong facts and striking precedents above 
noticed are deemed insulBcient to establish the rightbf Edur to succeed 
to Ahmodnuggur as a lapse, the Rajah then falls back on his rights 
of inheritance, and claims it as next of kin on the removal of Tukt 
Sing and his family to Jodhpore. A glance at the Genealogical Tables 
annexed to my Minute will show that the claim in this shape cannot be 
resisted : all, therefore, that I deem necessary on this point is to quote a 
lew extracts from Captain Lang's correspondence on the subjoet. In the 

letter noted in the margin, written before it 
could have been foreseen,that 3owan Sing's 
suecessoi^: would he selected from either Edur or Ahnaedhuggur, Captain 
Lang obseryedt that the two families were so nearly related to each 
other, and thejr possessions so much intermixed, that any dispute 


DatG<l 29fch Marc)i 1342. 


; * I OonfGBfd I da iitirlerstand to whiit; pTecoclenty MrV Crroa-thed reforB, as l am 

aware of none lia^rig boon ppoduced in suppbHof bis view that bavo not oitber bdeb 
disproved ox* shown to bo ixiapplicablo. 

f 'JPbis opinion was rocordod in bis correspondenco with Sir H. Arbnfchpot, Oolloctpr' 
of Abmodabad, when rosistmg a claim prefei-red by tbo latter on behalf of GoTorjamonfc 
to tbo Marwareo sbai’C of Monrassa. On this occasion he observed 

**ThGi '0 can bo no doubt that tho iirosent Cbief otAhmednuggiir has a botter right 
to tba Mpurassn euccessiori than bo would have to Edur failing tbo proseiit- iidaut Rojah 
(simply from fcho ebadr connoofcion that fomxorly oxistod betvvrdon the ChiofB of Ahmed- 
iiiiggur, Mourassa, aii^ in oonttiictiag thow: aiiairSy having giybn the throe pergnit* 
nahs moro the ohai’ucfccr of one tha n threo separate (biietships) ; and as I imagine, uui* 

: Govo-rmbent would novor dream of ebsputing the right of the of Edur mid 
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iregavding Eduf succeeding to AUmednuggur and vice vetm <?ti feiluile 
of direct heirs ' wovild never h occirrml; and in suppott of this 
view be remarked“ Government do not exclude even remote collateral. 
heirs from .saccceding to or, .other'shaves in Government villages 

enjoyed by their ancestors, provided they can prove heirship., On what 
principle* therefore^; can we prevent the Chiefs of Ednrand Ahmednuggnr* 
who are seoend eousm, succeeding each other in, tjieir family pqssessions,? 
Their, 1 ‘iglit is more ancient and as well founded, as oiic'oryn,” In. 
ilia letter, dated'the 16 th November 1843 Captain Langobserves:— 
“ Itis evident that Colonel Sutherland is not aware how nearly connected 
the two families of Edur and Ahmedniiggar are, and that, after Maharaj 
Tukt Sjiig's own children, Maharaj Jowan Sing of Edur is his nearest 
heir. It is only about 50 ye,ars since Maharaj Sheo Sing, who enjoyed 
the united principality, died. .He assigned Ahinednuggur a few years 
before his death as a maintenance to his second son, and soon after 
his death disputes arose in the family, and Ahmedauggnr has since been 
held as a separate State. What Colonel Sutbeiiand admits to bo ‘the 
wsuaV course" should, therefore, be followed, namely;, Ahmeduuggurshould 
revert.to Edur.” , . . ■ , •' ,, .,y 

138. There is one argument in favour of the Edur claim dedncible 
from the conduct which has been pursued by TuktSing. If the Maharajah 
bad not felt conscious that he would, by the eustoms of his tribe, be 
obliged to relinq^uish his paternal estate, would he have involved himself 
in the fraudulent transaction of his son's alleged adoption ? Or would he 
have misrepresented his real position at Ahmednuggur at the period of his 
elevation to the throne of Marwar? I think not, tor these diseredUable 
prdeeediiigs cannot otherwise be accounted for. On this subject Captain 
Lang remarks It is evident, indeed, from Tukt Sing antedating the 


Abinodniuggur to succeed eacH other failing direct/ heirs.our claim to tlio 
.Mhewaree share of Mourassa camiot be. maintained unless the possessiioa ofin 
right of the Peishwa .authcndssea our appropriating the other to the of 

collateral heim, however near, of its? form or Chiofe, whose right is much tnoro ancionti, 
than the Peishwa’s. This can nover be maintainod, and was never thought 6f dur'ing the 
correspondence about Byer, twenty years ago, wliioh, if'collateral heirs wore exokdod. 
wouldlapse to us.” ■ . ' , ■ y 

^ I^etter dated the 20fch Jtmo 184o. In another letter ho observes I much regret 
that the iiaharaiUih shpukl haye condesconded to this act of c|cpeptitut^ which must bo 
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adoptioB of lus son^' ihisiwunfc Siwg, two full yeai^s^ audi lus ropHes totfeo 
, queries/ijjo completely'at vamnoe those of the other Durbars^ and 
with the pirovisioris of the Shasters & adoption,.:that he 

must himself he well aware of the invalidity of his claim if oxamioed 
bn its Own merits/’* This deception and that of, denying 
himself had ever been Ilajah of Ahraediniggur was at .first unkaowrr to 
(Japtain Lang, and was iso exceedingly shameless and could not b 
suBpeeted. ' ' " ''; 

139. On all the giounds above I hm of opimon that the 

claim of Edur to the reversion of Ahmednuggur/both as a 
id right of inheritance, has been satisfactorily established. While^ on the 
one hand^ it would be a great hardship on Edur to connect Ahmednug« 
gur to Jodbpore/froin which it 1ms/ilvvays been distinot^ it woidd, I 
ebneeiVG, on the other hand, be nb hardship on Tukt Sing to require 
him to relinquish Ahmednuggur, the retention of which is inadimissib^fe 
in cousequehco of the high dignity he has attained* In eonsidorih,^/ 
this question, moreover, the fact of his having acquired that dignity iti 
defiahee of law and custom, and in supersession of the senior member 
of the family, ought not to escape ^attention. I therefore cbncrir 
Captain Lung, that justice to the Chief of Edur, vvho has ate 
been , so unfairly dealt with i,n his Jodhpore siiecessioir queBtion, the 
British Government is bound to restore Ahmednuggur and its depen- 
deueies to the parent State, and to require Tnkt Sing to remove his 
femily to Jodbpore; at the same time making liberal asBigBrnents in land 
or money for the support of his late brothers widows and of any of 
the other ladies of the family who may, according to 
etiquette, be obliged to remain in. Guzerat/'' In conformity, also,with the 
same Officer's suggestion,* I would embrace the opportunity of increasing, 
to a moderate extent, the inadequate patrimony at present enjayed by 
the ^^Soor’’^ or younger bK;anch of the Ediir family, the Polittel 
Agent being directed to report to what extent he is of opinion it should 
be augmented. 


regunlecl ixs a ^ strong proof of the untonahl© nafce of his claim to reiain AKmeciiixtggar 
for hi« son if ©xanained o-iuicleoitled on its own merits alone/’ 

^ fide Jettor dated 20th October 1843* . ■ ^ ^ 
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140, Before I ;coneIode ifr^ w not be eon,sicIeFed irreloTOiil if I 

ofter a ;few i^emfnfe policy of this importaiifc question. The 

BoHfcieal Autliorities in Guzerat hayo strongly insisted tliut this is'alto» 
getheiv itt favour of Ahmedanggiu’ to the parent State, 

and that great evils are to be apprehended if, it is allowed to, remain in 
Tukt Sing's possessioa. The Political Authorities in Marwajv on the other 
hand, seem to consider it to be, as far as the general interests of the 
empire are CGncerned, a perfect matter of indifference whether the 
Chiefship reverts to Edur or remains with Tukt Sing. . 

141. The following extracts from Captain Lang’s ,Eeporta Will best 

explain his views on the subject ^ 

“ As the families have been on bad terms, and nothing can exceed 
the rancorous feelings which tlie supersession of the Edur Chief in the 
.Todhpore succession has now caused between them, there can be no 
doubt of the expediency of requiring Tukt Sing to relinquish for him¬ 
self and family all claim upon Ahmednuggur, as, with the great inffuenec 
he would possess !as .Maharajah of Jodhpore and means of gaining over 
the Edur Sirdars and others to the interests of Ms; own, son, if one of 
them should be left in possession of Ahmednuggur, or, at all events,, of 
embroiling them with their own Chief, I greatly fear we should only' 
have to wait for the Maharajah of _ Edur becoming of age and the 
attachment being removed for the renewal of the system ‘of internal 
rebellion from which the Mahee Eanta suffered during the life-time of 
the late Mahai’ajah Gumbur Sing.’'* 

“ Any attempt of Tukt Sing to retain Ahmednuggur himself, 
or to bestow it on some other member of his family, would be a futile 
source of immediate disturbance, and tend eventually to reduce Edur 
to the state, of anarchy and misrule from which it has only within the 

last few years recovered.'”t ■ 

“All the Bdur Puttawuts complain strongly of the injustice 
which has been done to their young Chief in bis .supersession by Ttiki 
Sing in the Jodhpore succession., They also said they would'bo bound 

: * Letter dated the SOtli October 1843. 

t Letter to Golpnol Suthorlaad dated the SOtli October 1843; vidu also Captain 
Lang’s latter to.Goverumaiit On the same aubjoct, dated the 28 th October 1813. 








>?, I'd'fiisedpd , 

iljitt'to ,rafaat.'■'v^^,udavdx<l^lbte,:,t^j^t qt' 

e aiid best ili^oaed of.^tbe iSiddr SirdAr^vl'piaiplyi/’sft'ftted 
i(lij§.eiill5tl|!j liiekvise-left itt that'-i’amily;'-'ni5ii|&i6f 
l^^liiiteniaelsr^. safeici 'tto <5ou(%a0dvteirio,’^fexxfev;of;3^]'i^^^^ 
great ' is >'tbe'.:eisciteme,iiti;^n 'fchil^ {jaestiQttii''''fij|iat' 

' i,{lirprri'isiilg to visit- Edur. sppB;dliati;t,Ub:,Eoli£ttJal, 
T'tttfciwi'its wbo ■ hadv repaired ^ to :,l^a4ra, 

1 be' but: pnesopinion tb'at soitnd- pdlid^'''cdHs;-still 
loudlji fo'r” tlic roeasure. ' The caatinuediraoijaillit)* * * § drtlie'jI^abde:||^^!V 
for years will ,EQaiBly despond',.^on; A^mediitigjgar 

,;■ I'j. ■ -"i ■■ ■ ■ ■ ' • ■■ ' ' ’■ . ' j ’ . ■ .uj'^* '!|V|.- ■ ji. -.J. 

indep^BdiaBt of ■'Marwar infliieno.o’-as 'it has-lier^oforc.-.'.been/^t •' ■';■ 

. . The aiitkority of Editr its Piittawuta. will beV ■'wea'k^iiEed.'"|; 
If tte clainf of^Edur is dieallowtxb I expect a renewal pf\ dfeturbaiiccs 
udth the: Putfe^wats, formerly so injurious , to the province. As it is> the 
Ghiefe loot up td-; ihe Maharaj of Jodhpore as a powerful Ghief>' fe^ 
.®^Qm ti^ey ' may expect and assistance in time of ' need. ''Od 

the , ii^.^|i%‘"ucoasion of the Bajaii^s marriage at Jdoombecr several'of 
the. influential .Sirdars .did not vaccompahy him., for reasoris. satis-^' 
ffidtciy ' t^, tke'Bivnee atirihiated indiff^ekeie" 

. ;Tlie Banec declines to employ any of the Sii'dfe' 
treachery/ Some of the relations of tlic 
, Chiefs *^have ■ obtimod employm^ at Jddhpore, which creates 
i such doubts and suspicions'm^illed into 

hia’ ^mlud ; lrom day>Jtc7 day^ nothing 


do^ i£ the . 

Jodhpo^ connection .with this provinoe continues, will prevent his^ottiiigry' 
into (Sffiieulties with his SSrdars, as soon as he is grown up and receivo^J! 
back the management of his country into his ow.h hands/'^J \r, 

. Op another occasion Captain Lang repprted§ that'when, nvNovemT, 
her aiia,i|i;o3pecenib.er 1845, he was on a visit at Ahmednuggur/although. 


* Letter to GcA“er.nment'dafcod tlie let November 184^^ 

f belfcei- to tJi(j Jlefiidorjtt at Baroda datoh the 8th jjfovofibar 1843, 

heter dated the 20tb Juiie 1845, pamgraph 22; ' 

§ Letter dated iho. ISrS. The oven'ta ttllutlod in this para^fTaph v^rQ 

pei'/od CO Lite Goveriiet* Genqi'ai., imdqrd$iie<4 the 27th GcU^ber and BHi Nevom.her iSij. 
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{hii aiithovities acting on Tukb Sing's behalf were appareiitly willing 
^j^ough to comply with hid wishes^ tbey nevertheless did not conceal 
that they were not empowered to settle disputes of any consilience, 
witliout a previous reference to Jodhpore, to which place they had ,'a 
regular dak laid. He was-further informed that a 'Mukr^wO 'Jemadar 
and some of the Sebundy stationed at Ahmednuggur belonged to the 
Jodhpore establishment. When^ also, the Sirdar Putfcawuts were assembled 
at Edur in I8^u5, and were reported to he about; to create disturbaucesi 
it 'was ascertained that a note had been addressed to them by the ! 
Ahniednuggur Durbar; but as it had been destroyed, it could not be 
proved whether its purport was intended to foment disalfeetito. Gaptaiu 
Langv points out the difference in the weight attaching to such a 
comnumicafciou proceeding from Ahmednuggur on its former footing 
in regard to Edur, to what it must nmv haye^ as emanating from the 
family, of the SoveKcign of Marwar^ and repeats bis opinion, that, if 
Ahmedmiggur is permitted to remain cpnneoted with^^J^ it will 

be found altogether impossible to preservethe tranquillity of the Mabee 
Kanta after the young Chief comes of age, if so long. 

Captain Wallace, the present Political Agent in the Mahoe Kanta, 

• valso remarks 

My predecessor appears to have been strongly of opinion that the 
retention of Ahmednuggur as a depeiKlency of Jodhpore would be 
dotrimeatal to the interests of the Mahee Kanta; and fo^^^ following, 
among other, reasons, 1 am inclined to agree , with him the inter- 

mingling of the Ahmednuggur possessions with the contiguous British 
districts, aiid the joint partnership of the Rajah and the Company iu one 
or two talookas, produce numerous references, which ate more readily 
and eonveniently arranged by a Political Agent on the spot than if 
that Political Agent were residing at Jodhpore : and the sarce applies 
to the other surrounding possCNSsiohs of other powers. the & 

of hereditary animosity between the JfSdiir and Ahmednuggur families^ 
which would be pretty sure to break out into a flame w that 
constant check which a resident Political Authority ensures. Even already 


* Letter dated the OOtli KovcxtiTber 1846, paragraph 8, 
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the iufliiettco of Jodlipore }jias had the €{fk!t of rendciriing tlio iran^actiou 
of ordinaiy bn&ine'ss with Alimednugg-m: ,move difiioult', and ifc hns boen. 
nio^t improperly exercised in what I must call - tiunpering ,i;vith .o'no 
of the J?utta\vnts of tlio Edur State i this has giyoii rise to a long corre- 
lapondeiloe, , aud hotwitbstandiug the iissertious of the Maharajah;,.,the" 
Tluikoor Ajeet Sing of Mehdasun Is stilly for aught I kiiow^ an accepted 
guest at: tl^e. I)m Tukt Sing. On this Subject I beg , to annex:, 

exti:act of a letter from my Assistant^*^ which will^ I 
Hon^bte the Governor in CouuqII that tlm represented from 

this, Ageuey were Mly sapported and that the, ap 

hensions entertained by my predecesBors of the interference Tnkt 
.. Sing with the affairs of thM province were consonant with the event/,? 

In reference to the event referreci to by Captain WallacO;, Captaih 
Lang in,,his final Report dated the 22nd April iS‘-47 observes — 

f^The departure of one of the Edur ruttawirtS; the Thakoor of 
Mehdasum to Jodhpora^ since I left the Mahee Kante^ in defiance of 
the wishes and remonstences of the Edpr Authorities, shows that I was 
hot wrong in my opinion that good policy| as well as Justice, 
the reaidval of. all Jodhpore influence from the Mahee Kanta if We 
wish to preserve that province in peace and prosperity ; and I can dnly, 
in conclusmn, ’express nij regret at in this view of the; ^ulyect llko-i 
wise I should feel bound to differ so ^ w in opiiiioii with an .Officer 
of Colonel Satheidand'S experience and ability in - sw 

The Board will recollect the dissatisfaction experienced by the 
Edur Authorities with the proceedings of the Thakoor of Alchdasun, 
so strongly evinced in their desiro to attach Ms putta as the penalty 
of his deviating from Ills allegiance to the Edur Durbar by proceeding 

■■ 

*" 'i beg to inform yon that Dossaoe Jnggeewim, tbo sole Manager of Ahmedtniggnr, 
waibocl pn me at Ute Sayilajoe Fair, ami in the course of conversation, wbich I took eltro 
^ shonlU not 0X011:0 Buapicion, ho informod uio that j!\jeet Sing applied for permission to 
proceed to Jodiipofo in Fobrimry last, and sent ih6 letter through tho Ahraedivnggur 
d&h ; that an answer Was received from Jlis Honor about a Ibrthigbt affcorvvarcls, tpgpt^ 
with one from Guimbnr Sing, a porSoa woU known to Mr. Qmj^thed, 1 anddboh 

these lotters he (the l)©esaee) had sent to fcho Mehdasun ''Plmkoor. The Dossaeo. also 
asserted that ho know from his own letters tbo purport of the one from His Honor to ' 





t^ovcrtior OcMcrai"of' 'TncliuSS^W^^?^'^ ^ 
p-"- , 142;. ■ ■■■J:'dxt-nofevthin^^ the objectioBS 

iLg^iin,i?t,,..j;he policy oI^ bIIq winMaliarajali of 
\,&hmcanuggur, ' baye,.; .becu ; «aiisfeetorily answered 
^4iitliLorIfids^/m Marwar. ' The' Maharajah has .Ihmseif obfei^\ 
ftb never requested that Ahnioduaggiir should be attiiclied to J- 
as' it -liow ie-j so, let it romxiin. So v/hy shoidd ihiMveU-bein 
Mahce Karita be disturbed? IVi'ix Greathed luakos only one. ; 


,T|in.>,oO\’ A,jttet Hlng, winch wy.-:? to dosire’ Kim- fco 7 )oat])Dno i‘;:i^ vfsifc bill oXUn- ilio r'ai'.Viy., 
'fe^-inu: (.<) .-joino family- when h(^ proTni^jod to try ami iKhtor'Ixis cuuflitiou ; ])ut that 

'u^jocc SiuL:l>pins^'hjapat.ion.tj aiid/iirG-^aad by hi* creditors, v-7ont botbro ijistoaa of after iiio 

a>. 0 o-admitted tbcit Tukt Binrewisdied . tabesf;o\v apiitta of Ilnpoea 10',0(}() 
rbi*"ik' Ajr.p.i; SZngj. bnt. uliat ho exporl-jacGcl sotno dlbiculty from the ,N;.)blos of hia 
^< 5 oVirt:'!‘^who were nVerao to Ins nliobating the 0 vowi.r Ii-t,od,s to foroiguora, and f-uibso*- 
'’-'dors of the Supremo Govemnxe.nt interdici-ing him from oniea’tairdng the) 
f?uf tTdAVurs" of Kdur S'm.t-e in his omploy had prtt a^ stop .:k^ h.is in.to,aticms; lio 
fjjHhor isUdod 'tliat tiorioR' ihe thno the Thakoor haw rexmiined aX.dorlh[Mna) he aad Kin 
'brioivcrrfhave booti nialntninc'! at the expense of Iho Mhhr.rajnh, a.ad tlrah ii-c Bcorpao Mid 

i>t'iwr |nZ;&^e.nU fchetflmkoor has vow.Tved ahQDj> Uiipees Kf,h(.^ 

;/ ^.v't^tlere to'ifie Sebre.vary Carrie, drvLod the 2tth duly, SSth July, and ‘Jlfl’ Hoyeinhcr 
iiifk 4dth tiio r^r.pllek Uieu-.'M, ^’nted Cu; 2l.st Augaei, iSth. .Beptena^^^^ and lot 
;(Z'kphJviir-}4fn "'01, r’ . > 

*1>-- lothlluy uwl lOtU Juunftto. ' 






.UIMiSDNirCIG'OK SVCCBSSION, 


dcpoiKlcney on Jodhpore, lie does not so& why It should not he f'overTuid 
under our supreniacy as luirmoniously as>ir it were a dependency, 
of Edur, - . 

‘<The .Political Authorities in the Mahee Kanta need hardly appre¬ 
hend any diroiniition in their importiihee from being to this extent 
coiineeted with Marwar, or with the Political Authorities in Bajpootana.” 

143. With veferenee to some remarks formerly mad# P*y ffi 
Gjovornment on the policy of the question, it was iuformedt that the 
Government of India has always catertained the desire to do justice to 
all parties in this case without reference to any, other inducoment to 
adjudicate justly between the parties ; and I quite eoneur in the sentiment 
that cases like the present should be . determined upon f' thait eternal prin¬ 
ciple of justice wdiosethfoe'’'’ (to use the beautifaV and expressive language 
of Hooker) " is in the harmony of the world, whose eeat is in:the bosom 
of God.” i may therefore, after the remarkvof the Supreme authority 
in India, be blamed for again alluding to the public policy of the question 
at issue, hy which I mean that policy which seems best calculated to 
secure .tlio peace and prosperity of the country in which this dispute lias 
arisen. I beg therefore to- explain that, althongh..I’woukl never advo- 
eale a departure from the strict principles of justice on gtounds merely 
of political expediency, I cannot brtt feel a'-satisfaction in a case like the 
present, when, as I conceive, justice ami policy both recommend the 


* Lollor^to Govornraeiil. of .fifUia i.lulud'tl)o SOtli-Soptomboi' IW?/. 
t Me. Sol-retary Cuirie's .Itfctar in rtqily Uiorcto, daCeU tlic .27tli January 1S1(>. 









AUMBOTUeGUR SCOCESSiClN. 

' ov; 9 s to Edur, soug’lit service mth tliC' Ahraednngg'uv Durbar; and Iiaving' 
in consequence incurred the displeasure of bis suzerain tbe, Eajah of 
Edur. The case of Ajeet Sing, the Thtikoor of Mebdasufi, qttoted bjr, 
Captaia, ffsing> is another of the saine kind ; and if these things haM 
happenedwhilst the dispute is pending, vvhat rnay we not expect on the 
supposition that it is to be determined in. Tukt Sing’s favour ? From my 
local experience, moreover, of the.Mahee Eanta, I am satisfied fli.at'the' 
evils apprehended by Captain Lang are not purely those of imagination. = 
I have a vivid tecolleotion of the anarchy and confusion which prevailed 
in that province about the period I entered the service, or 28 years ago. 
Year after year have I witnessed large bodies of troops despatched into 
the ISfahee’ Kanta to suppress the disorders which arose about the ' 
time tbe province was eoinrnitted to our charge, and almost entirely to 
be attributed to the virulent, disputes which then prevailed between 
Gvimbur Sing and his Buttawuts; 1 eannot therefore but fear that the 
introduction of any foreign iufluence or interference with its affairs 
will inevitably lead to a renewal of these .Cvils, and I rejoice to think; 
that, withont any deviation from strict justice, the Q-ovornment of India 
has it in its power to exclude this influence. But it is not alone in 
Guzevat I apprehend evil. Tukt Sing, in the conrse he wishes to adopt, is, 
I think, nourishing a serpent in his own bosom. He cannot transfer 
Ahinednnggur to his second or third son, subsequent io his intra^ 
dmiton into an.otJmfamil:g. He has proppsed this from a very natqral* 
desire to avoid so great an iujastice towards his eldest sou, ,as excluding 
him from the suocession to the Jodhpore Throne. But he vmtst, he 
excluded if he remains at Ahmediiugf^ur, and a fertile source of dissen¬ 
sion will be,thus created in his owu family, and, nob unlikely, a contested 
succession to the throne of Mar war on his death. 

14)4. For the reasons I have assigned, I entirely concur, therefore, 
iq the opinion which was long since recorded by the Government of 
the .Eight Hon’hle Sir George, Arthur, that, on grounds of justice, 
equity, and policy, Ahmeduuggur and its dependencies should now 
revert to Edur, and that these two principalities should again, as they 
did previous to A. n. 1784, form one State under the .Rajah of Edur. 

' J. liav© etilargQcl on topic in paragraphs; 115 to 118 of tliis Minute. 





AKM-EDWOGlG’djl S^)CcisSIO^^ V ' , ‘ Sift". 

'Willi retereiieo, ho\’(i'evciL’, to tb6 great length to which my remavks have 
been extended^ I will, In. pQUciasionj recapitalate the priileijial .facts on 
which my opinion is baaed. ^ ^ ^ _ 

I si{,-:-Thatj althongb of the same clan and descended frota a comWon 
, ancestOrj Jodhpoi’e .and Bdiw have always; 

Paragraphs 6 and fl of this "befe septmite and'distinct States, entirely 

independeii t oleadi / 

. 2??rr?.™Tliat Edur was formerly governed by itgi pwu ClnefS;>; design 

. nated the Eaos of Pole, who were, lio^^ 

I%r%raph7aTidnoto tlieroto. • , , ,» . 

coBejUered by, or were all events depen¬ 
dent OBy and paid tribate to; the .Kin Guzerat, and afterwards on 
the Emperors of I)elhi when Guzerat was annexed to the empirOj^ and 
goyermd • 

the Edur was founded about 120 years 

ago by two brothers of the then Sovnieigti 
, Paxagxapbs 7 and 0. Marwar, who, after a severe 'contest withV 

^tho'^Raos/^'ejected them and sulKlued thOT v / 

. ^i^A.-'-Tliat the Edhr State formerly consisted; of seven districts, 

J . namely,Edur,Ahmednuggaxr,Monrassa,Byor, 

1 aragiaph 7. Hursole, l^uranteje, and Veesapore, the two 

last of which have long since been severed from it. 

5 //^,™That about 70 years ago Sheo Sing, Sajah of Edur, assigned 
Ahmediiuggur to his second son, Sugram 
Sing, as a provision for^ his support. 

011 death and during^ thpv'idinority^of 

^ his grandson, Ahmednuggiir became dis-^; 
Pm'agi’;apHUa l4, -<3. nxembered from Edur, and its Chief 

continued to perform militaiy service to Edur up to a very late ' period, 
it ^x^xy in all other respects be regarded as practically mdepeiidenfc 
fof Ediir.- ' ■ : /■ ;: : 

7/7^—That, with the aid of Ahmednuggar, and under the same 
favourable circumstances for aggression; 
Paragrapba 12 to % Mourassa and By er were severed fiw Edur, 


Pax'agrapli 11 of Miniifco. 


AnMKONUOGUB SUCCESSION. ' ■ ' ' ’ , 

the rovmer having heen extovkfl.by SSahira Sing and the latter by <\Tneei' 
Ship’, Iwth'sottfl of Sheo Sing, as theu' inaintenance. 

8/A.--“That the Oliiefs of AhmedmiggUr, Mourasaa, and dJycr hq,v 
‘ ' /nsuaUy been on/bad' terms vvifcli, 

Paragmplia i2io 2S.^^^^^^^^^ - therefore, by commaiiity of interests,'been 

iodnoed to make common cause 'against, Edur, the parent State, and by 
these means their usurpations were confirmed. 

.™Tbat Moilrassa and Byer therefore also practically • established 
their indeperiddnee of Ediir, bat both these 
Paragraph 31. lines having Ednr has per- 

Beveringly claimed theni as reversions to the parent State. > 

lOM.—Thaty on tho death of Zalum Sing of Mourassa,. his widow 
was allowed by the Gaekwar Government 

Paragraphs 16 to S3. to adopt a brother of the Chief of A hmedr 

niiggur as her son, in defiance of the strong remonstrances of the 

llajah of Edur. ; ■' 'r- 

il^/n~Tliat, on the death of this adopted son ' without issue, 

Mourassa was again claimiid by Edur^ 
Pwagraphs 16 bo 23. hecame united with Abmednnggur.. 

ISM.—That in a. n. 1823 the Byer line becoming also extinct, 

that State was claimed both by Edur and' 

Paragraphs 20 anil 21. Ahmednuggur. ' ^ ■ 

i;W/,._-That although Edur and its several hranehes are independont 
of each other, they became many years ago> 

i Pai^graph 19. the decline of the Mogul Empire, subor¬ 

dinate to, and trihu^^^^^^ 

■' 14^/;.—That at the present time Edur and Abmednuggor are 

tributary to the Gaekwar Governmeiit, and 
Paragraph ia. Mourassa and Byer to the British Govern¬ 

ment, as succeeding by conquest to the rights of the Beishwa,-a^ very 
important fact, which in the disenssion of this question has been eatiroly 
overlooked by the Political Authorities in Marwar, 


, stJceEssioN.' 


8i3 


ParagTai^hs 20 anti 21. 


15^^.~Tliat the c® Btlur and Abmeclnagg’ur jfor tlie 

r^V'ei’sioii of Mourassa and Byer lias tiow 
inerged in that for’ 

■■■' V'^ ■■■tiaggur.; . ‘ 

16///,—Thaiy on the cleatli of Maun Sing, Jocltpore, 

in Sepfomber I84S, Jowan Siog^^ tlie present 
Chief of Edurj would, according to .the law 
and custom of Guzerat, have become, as nearest of > kin, his sacGCssor. 

. 17/-?.—That his claim to succeed to the sovereignty, of Marwaf 
was frequently recognized prior to Maun 
Singes demise by Colonel Tod and Colonel. 
Sutherland, Agents to the Governor General in Ilajpootana, and by 
tlio Govemment of India, 


Patagraphfl 25 to 29. 


rahigrai)bs 20; 27, 28i 01, 


in Eajasthan, when a Sovereign or Chief dies without! 

an h%, the Sirdars of the State elect and, 
the widows adopt his euccesaor; that member 
of the family being selected in whom propinquity and merit are united. 


.Panigriapbs 30 aiid 3.L 


Puragp-aphs 30, 31, 33, 39. 


19/?.“That to render the election valid, 
adoption must follow. 


That in less than two months after Maun Singe's death 
TitB Sing, the Chief of Ahmediuiggur and 
• ■ representative oi a younger branch of the 

Ediir family, was elected and adopted Sovereign of Marwar in super- 
session of Jo wan Sing, the Chief of Ednr and representative of the 
senior branch of the fomlly. 

That simultaueonsly with Tukt Singes election, his then only 
son. Jusvvimt Sing, was invited to accompany 
h™ 419 heir apparent to the throne of 
Jodhpore. 

22'/«//.«*-That, according to the custom of Eajasthan, the right of 
Paragraphs 36, 37. Hotes to appeal existed to the British, as the pi 2 ramoiiut 
40,07,115. Government of, India, against Tukt Singes 

election. liahee of Edar exercised this right, and stroiigly 





niG- 
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vftmonsLraled against the election, Her appeal, however,'was not attended 
' tp, but Tukt Singts election Was confirmed by thb Government of India, 
That Tukt Sing’s election is‘easily accounted lor by t.ho 
' dilForent clrcamstances. in which the eandi- 

PavagrapliS?,. dates’were placed, ho being all active, intelli¬ 

gent young man of 24i years of age,- competent to secute jbis divn 
interests 5 ivhereas his rival is a minor, under the guardianship of the 
British Goveniment, relying with confidence that his interests would be 
carefully, pirotected. 

34^/i.—That although I imagine the arrangement which placed Tukt 
Sing on the throne of Marwar must be held' 
Taragraplia 29 to 33, 39 to .* irrevocable, his election and adoption was 

contrary to the customs of Eajasthan, and dill more so to Hindoo law, 

■ 25^/5.-^That Colonel Sutherland has very correctly declared that 

Tukt Sing '■'was too old to undergo , the 

I’arngraph 40. rifce of adoption;” and, to relieve himself from 

the difficulty, unmindful of his previous reports to the contrary, has 
declared that Tukt Sing was only elected, and not adopted, which, if 

admitted, would render his election null, and void. 

—That, in regai’d to the disposal ot Ahmednnggur and its 
dependencies, “ thh opinions and usages of 
- Paragraph 42. Quzerat sliduld, as directed by the Hoh’ble 

Court of Directors, he constituted the standard of iadgment,” and nP#, 
us is desired by Tukt Sing, those of Kaiasthan. - 

' on Tukt Sing’s election in October 1S43, the Bombay 

Government recorded an opinion in favour of 
Paragroph W. the Kajah of Edur|s right to suoceed to this 

Chiefship; and, conformably to custom, placed Ahmednnggur under 
attachment. 

That this attachment was removed by order of the Govern- 
ment. of India, and instructions issued for 
the discontinuance of furthesr cprresponaenCe 
on the subject. b 


im. 
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E9^^.—Under these iastractions the disonssiou on the part of the 
Paragraph 4S Bombay Government ceased for 15 months, 

! when it was re-opened by the Government 

of India, with sm intimation that its orders had been misapprehended. 

SOIL —Ihal this Government were now for the first timo iufomed 

■ Paragraphs 46 and 47. represented to the 

authorities in Marwar that at the tiiiio of 
his transfer to Jodbpore he was not de /are Ghief of Ahmedniiggnr, lint 
merely acting as Regent on the part of his infant son, Jaswant Sing. 

That, in support of tliis stateroeiit, Tukt Sing avers that liis 
„ , son was adopted in November 1841 hy the 

widow of ms, brother, Prithee Sing, on the 
death of her own son, Bulwnnt Sing, horn subsequent to her husband’s 
demise, •' 

32«i^.™That this adoption is denied by Captain Lang, the Political 
,, , Agent in the Mahee Kanta, who asserts that 

Paragraphs 49 to 55, , 

no adoptaon was made until the lOtli Odto- 

her 1843, the day previous to Tukt Sing’s departure for Jodlipore. 

33r(:?.-~That, on a careful review of all the circumstances of the 

r“', ttat th. alleged idoptiou i, 

trandulent and fictitious; that the right of 

adoption did not exist: but that, admitting the reverse, the manner in 
which it was efleeted rendered it altogether invalid. 

34<i.“—That the fraudulent character of the adoption is proved. 
Paragraphs 64 ,to 66 . ■ I'S'f, by internal evidence afibrded by the deed 

Paragraphs 57 aud 52. itself, and by the circiinistance of its having 
been antedated two years ; %nd, by the admission of some of the attest¬ 
ing witnesses and the proved falsity of the 
testimony of other witnesses; Zrd, by thq. 
fact that the adoption was unknown to our 
Political Agent until October 1848; 4#, by 
Tukt Sing having concealed the event on 
an occasion When his interests ossontially 
‘required that ho should have declared it; 
Mh, by Tukt Sing having afforded three, if 


Pai'»grapha l>9 and 60. 


Paragraplis 40 to 61, 61. 


I’aragraplis 62 a.Ti(l 63. 
raragTaph» CpI Otncl 65. 


Si8- 


AHMEDNOGetJE SIJCCESSIOK. - 


not fourj different versions of tlie oit’cnmsfcances ffiiffor which -the adop- 
: tion ocehiTedj by the fact that Prithee 

aragrap 60 Sing’s widow after .the death of her own son 

did not possess the right to adopt j bat admitting the existence of such 
right, Tirkt Sing’s spn was ineligible for adoption. 

h'itTi. —'That, admitting the adoption was in all other respeots valid 
and unohjectionablo, it is proved by docu- 

I*fttt3igr£s,pli8 07 aial 68, -i v m i •• ' 

ments prodneed by Tukt , Spig Jmn.selt to 
be anil and void, because, in couformity with established usage, it was 
never reported to, or eon firmed by, the Gaekwar and British Govern¬ 
ments as Lords paramount. 

. 36^.5.—That it follows as a neces-sary Ooasecjwence that, if the adop¬ 
tion was fraudulent, Tukt Sing was guilty of a further deception in 
representing to the Political Authorities in Mar war that he was not 
Chief of AhmednHggur when he was removed to dodhpore. 

37i!^..~Th.at it is clearly proved that he was both de facto and Sejure 
Chief when that event oceurred, and had 


Paragraphs 46j 47,72 to 7S. 


been so for two years previous to; his eleva¬ 


tion to the Marwar throne. 

38^/«.—That the fraudulent transaction in regard to the adoption 
Paragraphs 71 and 77 and and the deception attempted ill regard to 
.138. his ovvu position at Aliraedauggiir-'when he 

was elected Sovereign of Marwar were resorted to by Tukt Sing 
to enable him to retain Ahmedniiggnr in his own family, since it was 
otherwise forfeited by his adoption into Maun Sing’s family. 

39«!^.—-That Tukt Sing Cannot retain Abnaednuggur in his own 
right, the same having been dearly foiffeited 
by the custom.s of Rajasthan and Gnzerat, 
and by the Hindoo Law of adoption. 


Paragraphs 77 to^ 92. 


mtJi 

Paragraphs 92 to 90, 


■That, by the custom of Rajasthan and Hindoo Ijaw, Ahmed- 
nuggar cannot be retained by Tukt, Sing in ^ 
his family in virtue of his eklest.son Joswunt 


Sing’s right of inheritance thereto. 



A;lHt'M.D.NUGGIJll >SGCCE9si0'5, 


;m 


Paragraphs 77 to 02 mid 100. 


'• '.i; ' n<?ithar can ifc be retaini^d m virtae of his eldest 

' ‘ alleged adoption by Prithee SingV widowj, 

which has been proved to have been a fraa- 
dulent transaction. 

it cann(>t bo se^ 

Colonel Sutherland etateS; in the family by 


Paragraph 107., 


• ' Paragriiplis tOl and 103. 
any other adoption. 

; ; ..43rrf,—That it would be exceedingly unjust and impolitic to de¬ 
cline, on behalf of Tukt Singes eldest son, 

, Paragi^'lphs 103 to 106. xi ' ^ i i. i * 

the, invitation that he should become heir 

apparent, sinOe the effect of such refusal would be to exclude him from 
the Succession to the Sovereignty of Marwar. 

' .44^J/l.™That Tukt Sing is fully sensible of the injustice which his 

first-born would thus suffer; and, with the 
view of providing against it, has preposed. 
that one of liisypmiger sons, idrn mlseq2i^eni to Ms arrioal at Jodhpore^ 
sho'tUfl ie ffivm 'in eMiwngQ %% adoptmt io PrU^^ and, in 

virtue of such adoption, inherit Ahmednuggur. 

45^?/^.—That although this arrangement is advocated by the Politi¬ 
cal Authorities in Marw,ar, it is wholly 
inadmissible, being supported neither by 
law, custom, nor precedent. 

462 ^/^.“--That the which prevails in Eajasthan, being 

unknown in Gusierat, cannot be reverted 
Paragraphs 114 to 117. ' ^ supply the present vacancj^ in the 

Ahmednuggur Chiefsliip. 

47 zJ^.-^That when the Jodhpore succession question was pending, 
the Rajah of Ediir on the one hand and tho 
Rajah of Ahmectnuggnir on the other 
expected that the possessions of the successful candidate in Giizerat 
would devolve on the other, 

48//^,—That Ahmednuggur, in consequence of Tukt Singes removal 
to Jodhpore, is in the position of a house 
without an heir/'’ 


Paragraphs 108 to 113. 


iParagrapli 122. 


Pax’agraph 128. 


t -ij!''''''' ’■ a'. '' ‘i toms' 

^ -.'thi-p ■te,:''''deibfe'd 'o'*' tlie 

’' '"*'"';■' ' " ,. s)ircces4rori3 to .Ciiiefship^/aro rtsg^feteclmd® 

^ PniaotJtplisI , ^ 

of ■ialiej’'itaiico, the- present' Chief of Eclur'.:b^ing,i';ai't&r Tuki';.Sipg 
his of kin. ' ''i’' 

■ .' .,' : , . ■' 'll''-'j.■’'■■ 

,51^/.—That Eclur bating always been. separatio'S 

itogrUs ? a»ct 8, i30:aTtd *e/Jodlipore Stat.v have 

re version of Alimednuggar, , 

&2;tt’rf.rr^Tliat^ •, justice ; and cqtnity to the' Chief of Ediir, 

■■ ’ '■ ■ ■ ■■■ ■,■■"V-''" ■ ■:■' nnggur and its dependmdes '. oughfc ' 

^ Paragraph ^ ^ to-that State';;:;Tnkt Siug\ 

r^'quMed to remove his family to Jodlipore, aud a suitaWe pi’dva®TO;?:'. 
lielng assigned,-to;tlie widows of the late Prithee Sing. 

5.8ri^.—And: lastly,, that this arrangement is recontmehded, tfy ;,S'' 
.■' .public policy, as best calculated to 'ensure.'' 
Paragraph^ 140 to 14^1. ' ■, t}ie ". peace and. pr 95 p.erity .both of 

.■ undJiajasfchan. ' '' ■ ' i 
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2aiiim Sing, 
Mourassa^ 


No issue. Widow 
adopts Furtab 
Siiij?. 


N 0 issiio. WidjfftF adopted Frit bee Sis? 


Bulwant Smc. 


.Takt Sing. - ; 


Juswiint Slag. 


.^meer Sing, Byep» |, 
No male issue, J 
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™*5;-rT T nr^«i>,il|«^(*b» 

i?A'j i' ^ V If' ^ '% ^ ' 1 1 I V^j'^ 

■■■Hoft'’6|tjl^'^ti ''^ illong-hTjy 'ti as Li{?en Hrdwn qpf It?a 
., port of, my opinion iti' tint? c^^^s^'wilaicb is'i»i nccor 
■siaus flf 'wlrfch h'e lias amved after,laLicfi’ s,tuJy- 

; ' ' An aoquuin'^ajicii'lonMd'Avitb Clnei"sAand;'Tirak0pr|^^^ 

. eerVifee'fo Rajpootana had led^ me tohtakeHaH'itxte^^'^t'in 
Ihe last tw'yoars of Mauit Sin,g^« and; in - tkte,; 

' tho^'idecttkVof ,t^ imbec^-i'le i?.a'jalr of yodhpor0|:!|arld'.:t:i^'^^^'^^ 

, been, 1?lmt> as'.to tlie Imor^ 

■/addlfc' ihd'Opendent Chief of , another’ KaJ; 

■‘hiKio^^Fsi'ou'to ,'tho tliraae'''or Marwarf vv^as'a 
Xlaj iva^a ■ eustqtOR';iii;snek.cat^qs',,;’preacribe;;.olocli()n:tol8lyjimikw ^ii 
The decision, superseding' a':claim. 

gniri'ity,; migOT'fh beea le^-;;;cbjeetiona ; bat;;'6uch‘fis'"nb6:4ffl|^e^^^^^^ 

Adoption also: is reqviisite in.'Man-vir/,^ and honc(n tb0,,;.,!|!b^'<^fe 
Raueeshbeing unanimous to. elect the AhTnednug^guv .-UaiSl|.|> 
to have adopted, aud:so oaUbd. to the throne, the son. oFthe'!Ahmednu:|;^,^^^^^ 
Chief. The absurdity of the adoption which they did (letetfiifhe o'|^;ii- 
written as : it vsras by the / Bailees themselves^ is w^Il, . touched 
by Mr. Willoughby (panigraph 40) ; and Mir... Willoxighby inight haveT'ii/ 
added that Colonel Suiherland/in using the term hd 4icl/was ooigr / .' 
following literally the expression of this , couutry for adoption^ a boy^s 
adoption, the only adoptimi by vvomeii, hitherto^ knowUv ■;' ' ,■!' ', '' 

It seems as if Tiikt Sing, in cultivating the initerests of 
family through bis Agents at Jodhporo, had hecoTne . mqre graspW’^"C:.';V 
than lie at first coilteraplatecl; , -laess anibittoa nright ■ baye Sj^iur-cd 
Ma.rwar for hk son, and have left him in his possession of Alrmed- 
Buggur. llis udlasers .must have k.aown that one. goiiig forth to be 
adopted to a Chiriship is considered, iri respect to inheritance and the r 
peridrmrmcG of religious ceremonies, as. no"" longer a. ,. 

roliited to/ his nataral family. But Tnkt Sing becoming ambitioitsj- . ■ ■ 
ol’ the tlironc of Marwar for liirnself, and" tbetebj ^tsiuding. 
way of the fair adoptioii and election of his son. thoH:g.bt to al^a/ulqb , his ■■ 
first Chiefidiip to that sonA only in part fuifilRngi-fiie mjpnoti^ixs’ A' 
of the . elcqtor^, and to trust to Piovidenbe i'or the, ibf mother 



mmm 




' ‘I'V'i ' 










|'^'^Ae(K>ed; ■i.nirt’’' in ' Mar^rar. in’egiilai^ ■" precodu'cc. 

ifey \v!i[iDh ’'-'it ^ wa'9’ attemptisd to ; strefiig’tfeeti ; his. soxif^ 

' jWlim eebinggia^iTOiigh means of a . oi* hiiji-1:>y 

Singe’shave created ■ihc , ials^ ■. an'd aiisiovis , 
■ nt'-^vlrich the .family, i’olalions of -lu'.kt Sin, 
aapeeedvHl,in;hi& imiiu object.;;.and he 
" lai^ht: pot .pro^G dotrimoutal to the inheritanee of hi 
•' ki^ tedtber's Chie&lnp ou his depurcfcnre. . But the fact ilu^i 


I il 

: Sinh’.^.G now plaoed,. - He> how’^w'i 
:^, ]unhapB^v-relied that snceess 

bis son if adoptol"th * 
act tlut the sou. wai.f'.v m 

, ■ 11 -r 


.at the-suhie tinao elected heir apparent ext JodSpore is^' I.- think, a. 


claim.: Should the circumstance be. else where deirred, vlic. / ', ^ 

■■ evidence;'- as . esLl-ii Bited by Mr.: . Willoughby, seems to ^ im to fxtj perfectly r' ^ 


clear; in :pT.oof. that-t^ C,i‘ the •hither as Sovere.iga of dodhpare 

'aaid/ofthe sem as htih were, ane aiul the same..act/ , - 

■ ' The hardship on the Edur Chieiship respectinff the. succcssioii to the 
Jodhpore tliat; it was d'U.tbtiGSs owing^ to Edur I>ein^ at.-tho 

tirhe iindeT British management, aiid, couseqaentjy, the muchihery of 
inti%m 3 , hri^ and avtfol advocacy, as brought to bear in palaces 
du shell oceas^onsy deranged, that Ahmednuggur succeeded in tlvrowing 
over Edurf'/i^This decdsiou,*howGvcn’^ being the result of election, however 
.procured, iu iba|warr;:i;, and, moreo^ confinned by the Btitish Go.vei:u-« 
.mciitjdt is^ filially 

,'d^ the claim of Edur to the pos.>^essloii of Ahmed- 

»»ggwri I regard it as just aud conforniable to the usages of tho 
pEo.viucd.' .'Ahd-it. is the more iueiimbent that such usage should be 
■'"laUowmV tQ he maintained in Guzmt, since the gTCatestr laritade. 
giy^.i ■ to Hbe,. asages of Bajwarra, greatly to the prejiaUc.3 of 
i'n the dedsiou of ' 

.' . vjluder any form of the origiiuil relations of the severai houses 
concerned iu this case, it ivmdd be as well if tlu? Paramount Si'X.te cMXiiJd 
^ypiweut a 6hietship situated as .Alimodnaggiir is tcn’itorially and 
^ |>oliticaily from being brought uuder the inihieuco ar>d autloailv of 
■Jodhpore* That such, imist be the.cDnseqiienee of allnwit7;g Tukt thug’s 
■projects to take elfedty thafo.th Alnnodnuggiir State would be vi^a/aally . 
idiHOrh^.d hi,Mcrwar, no 0.pe..vvfH> knows the .Ruhtoi’tis and nliocls for- a 
^ can doubt. Batbtho;;CjaF^ being'o^n ■respeetbv A^hrin,;i,ai^ 



.-a-s 
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and Efliir, of resumption by the latter of an;, appanage /origiDally 
j»Ssign«a to-ii younger brotberj this course is, I think,' recommeuded 
on the soorknf justice expediency. There are yurious feeta 

reiafing to this case that serve. establish the merits of it on both tbeae 
grounds- But all of theta have been so oloarly and at the same tioxe,Hia 3 

it seems to me, so fairly stated by Mr. Willoughby, that reifp^^^ 

be made to his Minute for the detail of their circumstanees. * 

Rajah Tukt Sings attempt to foist back upon Guzerat a ciiiid 
of his born since he was transplanted to the throne of Marwar, while 
kindred from a coronaon ancestor are reigning near at handjis, I conceive, 
too manifestly uneonstitutionah a>ud tod much opposed to usage and 
propriety to require that pretensions founded on such a eontrivauee 
should be considered by the authority on whom now rests the deter 
miuation of the other question. • 

(Sd.) GroKGB CuEmt. 


Mirrate by the Hos’bie Mr L. E. Eeiii,— without date. . ' ' 

I NEED merely record my assent in the conclasions at which Mr. 
"Willoughby has arrived in his able and perspicuous Minute on this 
intricate question, 

Mimiie by the Hon’bm Mb. J. P. 'WiLLOirenBt,—dated the 28th September 1847. 

I A3I much gratified to observe that the view I have taken of this 
important case is concurred in both, by the Hon’ble the Goveraor and 
the Hon’hle Mr. Reid. 


From LiEnTi:NANT-.Coi,oHEL J. SoTaEittAXD, Agent to the Governor General for 
the Statea of EaipOotana, to H. M. liwoi, Ea<}.i Seoretaiy.to the 
, Govermnent of India, Foreign Department, with the Governor General,— 
Ko. 225-fl8a, dated Camp Deesa, the 4th Kovember 1847. 

I iTAVE the honour to submit, for the consideration and decision of 
the Right Hon’ble the Governor General, a copy of a letter, with cppy 
of enclosures, No. 73, dated the 27 th ultimo, froin Mr. Greathed, 
Political Agent, Jodhpore, on. the important questions of If oor Iuswunt 
Sing, the eldest sqh of‘Maharajah Tukt Sing, proceeding from Ahriied- 










mi 


r^iug’gur to join kis lather, a yomiger sou being sient for adoption ' by the , 
widow 6i Prithee Sing of Ahraednuggui* aeooirding t/o her own and fh 
Makarajah'^s Wlssh. Jufswuut Sing is now in;hk tenth year^ and iti ife% of 
course, highly important that he should proceed, at au early period to 
Jodhpore to' be educated under the care of his as heir . apparent 


My opinion on this, subject was required shortty after my 
To Sobrotary, Vfifell tilo Govemot retxiru from futlougli ill lb4,6^ and given 

at! gTeat length^ m letters^ as per 
niargin. My views then, as now, hoheutred 
with those of Mr. Greathed, and Were iu 
hivour of the adoption a younger son of 
Maharajah Takt Singes by the widpW of 
Prithee Sing" of Ahmeclntiggur if both 
parties were agreed iu this measure j but the letters are still uuanswbre^ 
and nothing has been douc to satisfy the mind of the Maharhja^^^^^ 
dodhpore in this important matter. Authority from the 
the Governor General is only, apparently, neoessUry, because Ahmedv 
nuggur.is subject to the superintendence of the Hon’'ble the Governor of 

■Bombay..'.; ^ ' ' 


Gera feral, No. 81, dated 2m1 Mety 
1840. 

To 3oorqtai::5’-, witli the Governor 
Gonera.1, No. ' 90, dated tlie IGtli 
Maydm 

,Tq Secretary, with the Governor, 
Genorah dated the 10th 

Juno 1840. 


.From H. If. G.tieaxhbj), ]Esp., PpliticnlAgent, Jodhporo, to LiEUTEKANX-CoLOi^Eh 
J. SpTHEiii4^ru, Ageuf General for the States of Eaj- 

pootaha,--^No-72, dhted the 2^^ 

I HAVE the honour to tran£|mit, for your information and 

submission to Government/ a coPV' 

Eroin PolUIeal Agent, to Agent, ^ ... , , ' . . n 

Govenpr General-^ * . translation ot a khureeta from His 

No. (u/dated 25th August 1845. Highness the Maharajah of Jodlippre to 
„ 118, „ 24fcii October 1845. niy address, drawing attention to our oor- 

From Agent, Governor Getierai, respondenee oti the suf^ecfc of tbp disposal 
to Political Agent— '* of thc Alimediiuggur PrincipaHty. but 

No. MO. move' particularly urgiug rte advantages 

and propriety of his eldest sou, Jnswant' 
Sitig* now at Ahmednuggur,'• hfd»g pennitted to jdia'-.lfis Highness, 
atdpdhpor/,' ' 




'/ „. ■ ', ■' ■' 
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, ,, AHitlfiD’jMr<i'QUR Si:eOJv.,SiSt6K; ':./■ 


2 ;^ The Maharyjfih Las always c(^ntemplatecl securing the succession 
to Jqdhpore to his eldest son; aiul havV fix^qucntly wprassecl 
lest the protrac3te<l period Juswiint Sing has been rillow^d to TCmaiu 
at ALniodnugg'ui: under the iipperfect coiJitrol of the. widovY of Maha¬ 
rajah Piitliee Sing riioiild produce-effects on his mind and' 
character, A farnial appUca^ hag been hitherto de¬ 

ferred by llie Maharajah^ in the hope that the final orders of Government 
on the Ahmedxiuggnr (juegtioD would preclude the necessity of a separate 
.':reftrence* 

8. The final decisioii iippn^^^^ri^ of the rival claimants 

to the AhTnednuggur State need; not, it would appear, be affected by the 
immediate gratifioutioa of the , Maharajah to see'Jus want 

Sing at Jodhpore I for, should Ahmednnggur. be given to Edur, 
Jiiswnnt Sing and all the other members of the Maharajalris family now 
residing at Ahmednuggur will naturally repair to Jodhpore; ^^td if tlie 
orders of Governmeiff preserve the piihcipality to the Ahmednuggur 
family, no foreign iirtprest will be affected Juswuht Singes taking up 
his portion as heir apparent to the Jodhpore Throne, and yielding 
his place in the adoption of Maharajah Prithee Sing's widow to a younger 
brother, according to the wishes of the M ah any ah ^ the 

contracting parties, to the adoption. 

4s, You ate aware that on Maharajah Tukt Sing's nomination to the^ 
Jodhpore Throne in September 1843 Juswunt Sing was specially named 
in tiie deed of election as heht apparent, and in my letter. No. 91, of the 
4th August 1845, to Major Thoresby's address, I ‘e^plam^ 
has occuvre^l at Jodhpore to ' Sing* | and 
since that letter was written^ I have seen no reas to alter 
sentiments expressed in the cancl u cling paragraph :The ackiiowledg- 
xnont of Ko6r Jiiswunt Sing as heir apparent to the thrpne^^^o , Mar- 
war will, in my humble opinion, beln aocordanee with the wishes of the 
Mahanyajh, with .the Majees and Npbles of Marwar, and with the right 
of primogeniture of the young Prince, It may naturally be supposed, 
should Jnswiuit Sing's adoption bar his;claim to succession to.the guddee 
of Jodhpore and eanfine him to the sovereignty of the ' petty State of 
Ahmednuggiir, that he w hereafter, when a man, consider himself 


"s . ' AHMEBNTOOUU SUfJCKSSIOH. . ‘ SSlJj 

■■ '" v'^ \ ' ■ ■ . , 

agfg^riev'otl, by being abut out tha more s^^plendid iivheiMtdnoo by pro- 
.Ceedirigs ill wliioU from you,no . voice and boi’Cj nOf. part/''^ ^ 

5. I beg “to appeiiclj, for easy refereneo^ a 1;ranberipfc of 
from the widow of Prithee Sing to Maharajah a 

translhition was enclosed, in the. Appendix to my Ictterj N'o. p] H^i'October 
24thi IS'Aa ; it contains her proposal to' send Juswuht Sing to Jodhpore 
and to adopt a , younger soUj and i& alluded to in the opening paragraph 
pf the MaharajalPs letter* , . ; 


Substance translation of a khriroeta from His Highisiess MAfrAitAJAn TuKo: Sino,‘. 

, of Jodhpore, to thff3?olitical Agent,—-dated the 26th October ,1847. 

OiiT.tbe 2,7th August 1845 I addressed you a khiireotf replying'^^ t^ 

' .Widow of bta pi-lor Brother, Ma- ^ ^9 Ahmednuggtir 

tarajah .Prhheo SijijTi of Atooct- , .advanced by the Edur Cluel’^ aceompaniedp 

among other docuinents^ by a proposal on 
llm part of (he Bhahee Sabibah ; and on the 1st of May 1846 a:note w^as 
preseuted to you by my Vakeel, Radlmlairl, in reply to a commuTncation 
from you on the' same subject dated 7th M'hrcb of 

Translations of these docu'meuts were, of coirrse, forwarded by -ydd at 
the time to the Supreme Government, and 1 confidently rely> through 
■your attiention, for ; the speedy recei^^^^ a satisfactory ; answer, ^ ; T 
friendslnp manife^^^ mo by the Ageivt, ^ GoYe;iumr General; and 

yourself, assures me that, through the kindiies,s and oonsideratipn of the 
Supreme Governmen^^ of the Bhabee Saliibah and myself will 

be fulfilled, and that whatever tends to the security of my Government 
will he accorded without prompting on my part* 

At the time of mj departure from Ahmednuggut to Jodhpore 
Maharaj Koor Jus^wunt Sing was six years old ; ,, he is now ten;, ,, and 
has arrived at an age when it is proper he shoiild be instructed iii all 
that pertains to the condition and bearing of a Sovereign, and be imbued 
writh proper maxiins of Goveimm^^^^ 

It is everywhere allowed that chilclren of all degrees whoso youth 
is not passed under the clisfcipline of their elders, or the whok^^^ 
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restraint of, their fatiiers, are become wrong-beaded, and, 

iollowing their, own inclinations, to wasta'the days which, showld be 

devoted to instruction, to retrieve which the effbrts 0 ^ the best masters 

and teachers are unavailing. More especially is case vrith regard 

to the children of Princes, who naturally exact more obseqaiou3nes|i. If 
they are not under the restraint exercised by a fathe^-, may God pre- 
;serve them. 

Coaseqaently, in the opinion of myself and the Bhabee Sahibah, and 
of all well-thinking Ministers and experienced Ghiefs who have heard 
of the risk to which Maharaj Koor Juswnnt Sing is exposed, it 
appears desirable, that he should be summoned to Jodhpore befpre these 
precious days have passed, and be carefally instructed in all the weighty 
affairs of Government. 


Translation of a letter from the Bhxbeb Sahibah SbsodtiXjiii (the widow of 

MahaeajaH PEttHEE SiNG of Ahmedriuggor), to the address of MaHabajah 

Tuki Sing of Jodhpore. 

When your hrother’s son, Bulwunt Sing, died, you became the owner 
of all the land, places, &c.j, but to enable me to forget my sorrows, you 
gave me Juswunt Sing in adoption. Still you remained lord and master: 
subsequently you acceded to the Jodhpore throne, and Juswunt Sing was 
heir apparent. But out of regard for me, and considering me one of your 
family, you left J aswunt Sing here, l^ow, agreeably to my wishes and your 
own, and in conformity to the deed executed at Jodhpore (I;*®;, the nomi¬ 
nation of Jus wtint Sing as heir apparent), summon Juswunt Sing to 
Jodhpore and give me your younger sou in adoption, for this is your 
house, and I wish for your younger son. It is a family affair, and I 
consent to it; so do not demur. This place is yours; act accordingly. 

Suniitt Sawin Slid \^th. 

Signed with my own hand. What is written above is correct: with 
jny will and consent it is written: yon are the master here. Sesodunjee. 

Shree Bhabee Bheerpooreejee, her' greeting. The above is correct: 
written with free will and consent: signed with my own hand. 




I'&'iiheft' -jfewi^ffltie. I’bo aboTe'>»' 4 o?r^'lr wj;it|iiiii’''.’%i’tli--'lVe 0 -(.;;^,/''''■.|^'|^:;i® 


t'cona^flti',; sigri<5'd'witli'n3V own liatid; 'V,^ '■.,'i.:v',i:''.;;'‘.,-"iv;. ':; ;, ••■:. ;, ’J'',’s3e: 

''!Ms4iiwl Sliree Ameer-Sing. -Signlatura aiid.ufctesfeaiti'nTi;V'; ,- ■;, Vi;-; 

■/■’, , " : ; ^^ V,,'' 

n of Sficr Sing ; ?jign'(5(.V.l>y 'A0 jee. '■ ''A'. 


j^^GPUiitoor Sinj 


son of Kultiaa Sin 


i, 'i. A :-y- } \.-r Jt'-'r,' ,v^ ^ 1 ’-- A', A A''’ 

' /''A 'A ' ''^ .A a'a 

i?- ■ i;-: ; :, ' ^■ ,;:i-' V f 

^tng, wigne<I'';l>y ' Sird^t^ 


-vf 


;.. .TLiakeor Maktifl Siiig, son of Goiiibnv Sing 

: at iqV bidding 

.. ■ . . .. ., ■• 

*diAtwfSapei1vn. ■ _ ■- . 


-■ ■■■■■ - : ■ - ' . . -'E - 

. 'Tbakoox Mabdo' Sing, son. of Futtch Sing, signed by KiBlien':'Siug;;';;;.:^f(^||^| 

■■' ■ ' ' ' . 


- fat my'biddiug.-'■ ■/ e': -' '-1/'''i-; 

, Thakbor Scwaoo Laljeo, signed by Sirdar Sing at:'Mahdof'-Siog^s 

E- ;-;:Er':i(!|||gi 

■• Dusaey JookjeewuDj sou of Baretidoss,. f, '' ; ' ■ 

- ' Roopram, sou of Awalmui., -‘ ' ■■ A ■■ A"■ ■ ^', , , > 

■■ :r'vv'o ■'A ^ v 

iAii’om LrartENAtiTAJoxoKi-Xr JA Suit'llto tiio Govenior; fbiO'., ■■■ !;-, 

.tbe Sfeatos of Bajpootaua^ to H. MA Ef..r.ro'i’,'B sq,, Sacremry to the Govern-.■ !■;''i.’.j ,■. ' 

^ ■ / ;■ mf>iit of Ihdin., tVroign DepAi'tmon^^^^ dateA Qaiup ■ Mark tu 


Biccfeauccr, tlio 26 th rTanuiiry 1848 . 


I .HAVE th0 lioocur to siibrnit a copy of a Report from H. 




...... . . ... 

\Gre^fchedp Esq.j PoliticarAn Marwar^ dated the lsfc mst-aut ;' 

■ ■ numbered 0110 ^ being the tEjird'^aud last, from that very able 0.flioer..dpu:iii'^.'';A^^^ 

■" ■feiio iperiod of'his employment in that country , written just-|)raviously.AW'AA^|,^^^^^^^^^ 
his departure.' for' Europe on ikdough* These 'Reports afford;''yi4uabla 
materials for. a history of our political^ relations iu conm^etioii’ with 
Marwar, and of the two first I availed myself largely in clravyidg up my' 
paper., No. 104A*,^ <lated I. st June last>, on that subject, i coneiir'iwith 
Mr* Greathed that the present and last Report '"'displays an unccaetiig 
: . advance la. the prosperity of the country and a gradual but sound 
., ' development of jihe principles of policy we seek to inculcate among 

■■'.A ■ aar "-Native ./ 

r ■ A./. ■■■ :-A .-. --r.. E,. ■• . ,■ . . : - ;:A, 'ri v’ . ^ 










7^62 . .Uai«Kt)NlJ00t7K SUCOHSHIOJir.' 

The :9rid,J}rd, 4th> 5fcb paragraphs'^ relate to the mfeastttes takm 
- for 'p¥»i^hing those who, had permitted Doongur Siag ami life baiid ol. 
Shekhawuts to organfee in Marwar, whence they proceeded to plunder 
the Nitoeembad .Treasury^ and to the assistance affbrcM by the Mah 
rajalx in the dispersion and capture of the marauders. It will be 
Considered creditable to the Mar-war Troops that^ although these opera¬ 
tions carried them into the territories of Jeypore^ Bickaueer^ and Jeysal-. 
mere, tlx,ere was no imputation of inisconduct against them. I entirely 
concur with Mr. Greathed in opinion that an opportunity has thus been 
aiforded to Maharajah Tukt Sing to evince attachment to our causes 
and the efcoiehey of his admilustration. '* , 

3, Referring to the Cfch pavagrapli of Mr< Greafche?.fe Report, arid 
the measures, which it was iiecossary to adopt for the purpose of punish¬ 
ing the inroads of Khosas and other tribes front Thurrand and, Nuggar 
Parkur, I met several parties of these nomadic tribes in my progress 
from Deeea to Jeysulmere. The relations in which they had so long 
stood to the Ameers of Sinde have, of corirso, been disturbed by, the 
conquest^ and it must be doubtful whether they can ever come under 
similar relations to our Government j bat they are no'longer formidubfe, 
having lost their horses and mostly their arms; they appeared to me 
mere wandering shepherds, cow, and buffalo herds, going in search of 
pasturage over a very extensive tract of country; still, like all nomadic 
people, ready to plunder whenever opportunity offers, although at 
present they have lost the character which in 1830 rendered them so 
formidable to Catch, Mlarwar, and Jeysulmere, and which forced us to 
arm against them, Copies of the 6 th paragijiapli of Mr. Greathedfe Report 
and of this paragreaph shall be submitted for the? information of the 
HonTdo the Governor of Bombay in Council. 

4 f. Tlie 9th paragraph refers to the formation of an International 
Court of Vakeels at .mdhpore, composed of the Vabeels of that State^ 
Bickaneor, Jeysulmere, and Serohi. I got ii Vakeel despatched for this 
purpose from Jeysulmere, and one is about to be despatched from Bicka- 
ncer, also from Sorohi, which will bring a Court of International Justice 
near the frojxticrs of thcKSc fovxr States,, ■ 



Mr. 

|■;'';p^r9g'mp■l)t o'li^ '.'^o 
j^^^ppiication submitt^:; 

the ' subject of'»eruiipg';to,' Ali&fedhiigg^ 

‘ ''frt'i* biiiiC'kcli&fesi&n. Jmwuat’Smffv to beeome heir apTOimt. M Vi, 


Vj'' 

' '' '"' ' "©roathed^s de^cripticm/paragraph 20/of the Maharajah^^ the 

feudal CbA, and of feudalisin'itself as it exists in Marwaij. wiil'be read 

.p,y:'i|'\;,., .■ with interest, 


; ’f .■!l. 




^ Folitical Agent, Jodhpofe, 'tO; bJUGumK^ 

^■\VyPj'.' 'Agent to tho GovoTnor 'General for the SMos'.of, ihijpoo- _ 


' hoBonr to sub:mit; my Marwar Eeporfc for l847/W<^ third. ,' 

■,:' ■'V' of writing onytho.alftikbf 
■;;V;.':^^dl',;' and I-shall sijirrender my trust, iu accordance with^ihe 

‘ '.i.-’pe^issioh Ranted to me to proceed tqEng'land, witb'the assurance that' ^ 
'-V t’h^-sprie^-bf'Beports '/will be-^ inorksing advance iu' ' 

conutry and ,a gradual hut sound development of 
l>oliey we seek to inculcate apaong our Native j^vlliea. 

^■ p ,,^';;'':V ilu: eternal relations,, our, attention has been ' chiefly occupied 

'V'',v' .p' ’' '■ '.with the freebootiug moveuient' of Doonglee 

, ■ Shok!b:ft>vai0O'i3fiaraiiii0rH!. . -r-'t-j 

'''ir' 1*1 '■ ' '.' uftd'Eis Shekhavvateeasaociatesi which texmi- 

^ No time wasdost by . 

Durbar in affording its.■sharo of repitratio.n for the indignity.' 
■'V'^ yy ,' /p’‘pflfere3 to .tba-iparamount'-power* ■' '.The Tliakoor of .Boorsoo in Marwar:^ 
i-;ivy cm ■' 'whose lauds the band',had ■ asBenibled immediatoly previo.us to tlie-" 

:. i"'' ^;■'-■ ■nVinpf.Qd Yor thcir . 'uttack, , was deprived of his estate^ ■ thq 


; Governor of the distrief iu which: Bdokoov 


(Isgraded, and: "two well-appointe<l bodies of cayalry 
'■^^iar.tbp.toitidi^ of, Annt Sing, Killadai:, and Bijej Siag, 'Halcpeni 


sent 'into’' thd field for tbe purpose of cbns.tising all, 

- - ■ ■ '■- ■■■ 


'-'To (fnable thesf 


■ To -^nublc lhes9-::Skachnietti6''ii^arry ou’.tho pperatious. 








irVyl't, :-. •"";■■-■ '■ : ■ 
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AllMK,DNUOG0a .feUCCiSSSlON. ' 


Lfeutenant Mason 


with Anal* Sing and Licutanant Hav^oastlo with 


assigned to- them beyond the limits of Marwiir 
was associated 

Bijey Sing, and both found opportunities of distinctioa. The unreniit* 
ting pursuit oi I>oongjee and a party of his followers for upwards of lOO 
OpeVaiions of the' Marwar ®iles, the surprise and capture of Mokumjce 
Trooijs. and Hookumjee ill the heart of the Jeysuhnere 

desert by. Anar Sing’s detaehment, and the long chase and final 
seizru-e of Dooiigjcc? himself by the party under .Bijey Sing, are instauets 
of the endurance and devotion of the Marwar Forces and of the . per¬ 
severance, zeal, and intelligence of their Commanders. 

3. In these expeditions the Marwar Troops were employed in the 
Conclucb ill Foreiiin TorW- Jeysalraere, Biekaheer, and . Jeypore States 

on duties which were likely to bring theta 
into collision and dispute , with the iahabitantsi attd they have oseaped 
all impdtation of misbondnet, ' 

4. Ah opportunity has been afforded to the Maharajah of evincing 
his good will to the British Government, 
and his capability of periormiug his duties 

as . an ally, by contributiug towards the general peace of Rajpootauaj 
and the results have justified my opinions of His Highness’s attach- 
.meat to our cause and of the efficiency of his administration. ' 

5. Several of the principal Thakoors have been personally ernployed 
in command of their several quotas during 
these opei'ations, and their services have 

been warmly aekuowledged by' Lieutenants Mason and Hardeasfclo. 
The Thakoor of Boorsoo, when he discovered that he was involved in an 
offence against the British Government, threw open the gates of his fort 
to the troops of his Sovereign, and the Thakoor of Kooehawun submit¬ 
ted without opposition to the sequestration of six of his vi]lage.S, a 
penalty imposed by'*His Highiiess, until the Thakoor could clear himself 
of a charge of having allowed Doongjee to find asylum in Kooehawun. 
Such instances of ready subservience to authority will not be withoiit 
thoii: effect in producing more generally a disposition among the 
Thakoors to acknowledge, when due, the right of their Government to' - 
eorrect, and, consecpiently, a desire not to merit such correction. 


PoUoy of t/ke Maharajjik. 


CdncUiot of the Thakoors. 



. ■S'n'S 






for flieii future good behaviour Tiie Tliakoor fled at 
I^Op appioacli of the Hakeem, and a Government Tliannah has hoen 
.e&tabli,sited at Bojatia to secme thofuime peace of thefrontiel Some’ 
skirmishes have taken place between the KhosaiL and the liaj Troops, 
iihd one (Ian has submitted, giving security for good conduct, tho Duibar 
giantii^ them permission to graze their ciltle at certain rates within 
certain hmite Similar measures have been adopted towards these tribes 
in tho lliuirand and Niiggur Tarkur, and will, it may be hoped, reclium 
them fi^om tlieir predatory diabits, ,, The annersation of Sinde has 
dejirived the Khosas of;the power committing serious mischief, and 
lehietit and tbrgiving treatment may now be extended to them without 
apprehension of its temleuey being misunderstood. 





7. thcr districts bordering on Serolii and Meywar the 

Cemduct of Mannar tWards on\y oflcnces whioli iiavo been charged were 


.ueighbounn^ States. committed by relugecs hovering about the 

frontier. .. The ft showing the nuraber of cases in which 

ftreigpLers .haye complain ageiust subjects of Marwur during the 


I u 
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mi 8 0 
500 0 0 
»,620 0 0 
707 9 0 


5,228 ■ 7 0 


, Bvitisli. siibjcctcj ■ Csaeiiftl . irii-J 

veilers. ’''‘‘v?:! 


.■'■ l. .■..’ I,-' ' ’■ . '"'■ ' . ‘ U’’"' 'V/' -iV , 

O'^FllNGMS. agmmt and property, of Forciffn&s 

.■ other’^rniprws tracff. i^ ap^imi iphciHtmii.:^ \', 


'■'’■ ■' eomirt/ 

Sittf^’r'-' 'i't'iiV"'. ' W'* " i ' ' * ' 





p'|¥''' '!' 
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’'i^t fA ’;, ;F©ypbro 


■' K&^f 
cbarg«s. 


. 'VTftJiie of 
property. 


Us. A. F. 
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1,155 S 0 
1,5S8 13 (j 
15 0 0 
4S8 0 0 
-147 0 0 
50 0 0 


3,090 1-4 0 

8,fe' ■'■ 5 '' 0 :' 




Ekmahks. 


-4"■■■.■'44fcl 


The oxnrd^, of . Baroa I^aoKeesaid.'' ,,■' '' 


■;■..■ 4: fKS^; 

. ' 4i,".:iI*,.;"' 




to laavo ,beori’comiaiitited 4 4';''': ?|l 

ittati^tipn'" of , Joidii '■ '"' bf ,|.:''■^ 14 .’’,,.'■ ''r 


Kliandree, 


Tl).o •murdered iiiaisi was ' actingsw('' 
guide to same Sorobi- fcravolleT'g, 
and wjk? killec] in tdreiiydfifotic^® by. 
I'obbers trap^-fco -Marwirv .4 




ir 




■■■■ .'i 




. '-'I;ii 






■ ?1 . ■'. 
. ''L-, 








<■’" ,' ■. ^ ‘ A ■'! ■ , V,; 4,1' -■. '4'' -''4 ;:■'' 
























:m 


III fclie Return for 1846 the number of oflunces was SO and the 


amount of plundered property Bupees If 'O:' 


4-0. 


8. Acts of plunder prgawized and committed in foreign territories . 

■ by wandering Marwarees camiot 'CoAv^^^ 
Aotb o.f plunder com mitiW - ^ ‘ - 


by wandering Marweirees in 
tUstanfc coi\nfcjios. 


retlection' on the Marwar Adroinistration, 
and are, therefore, not included in the fore¬ 
going Statements. All that can be expeoted of the authorities in this 
confitry is aseistanee in discoyering the criminals and property if tliey 
should have returned to their homes with their booty. Two cases of 
this desoription came before me in the course of the year, and are still 
under investigation j one relates to tJie plunder of Itiipees 63,000 
■ woidh of gold near^^^ May 1843. Two Marwar Kajpbots, 

55alim Sing, since dead, and jowahir Sing, who has abscomleih are said 
to have bean concerned in the robbery, and part of the gol'd was sold 
to a Mahajun of Pokhum Marwar, residing at Anrungabad in the 
Deccan. I am in eemiiiunication with the Magistrate of Nassuck on the 
subject], and have received the assistance reqniied from the Durbar in 
pnrsfting the entpiiry. The other case concerns the plundei of Bnpees 
30,000 of gold near Jaulnah in the Deccan by a band composed of 
Marwar, Jyepore, and Aj.nieie marauders, and has lately been brought to 
my notice. This description of plunderers must soon discover that impu¬ 
nity is not to be gained by .shifting the scene of their exploits. 

9. The adjudication of international offences would be greatly faci- 
litated by the establishment of a branoh 
Court at Jodhport. con.p«»d ot 

jodbpbre. Yakeels from war, Bickaaeer, 

and Seroki under the siiperiatendence of the Agent, The propositiou 
has been now for some time under the consideration of the three 
last named Courts, but they have not yet signified their comphancej 
it may, therefore> be presumed to be unpalatable to them, and with¬ 
out their cordial eoncarrence the scheme could nob be expected 

to work well. Their ostensible objection is 
the expense the plan would entail upon 
them, but the real causes of demur would probably bo found to be a 
disiucliuation, to submit to an aiithority to which they owe no other 


Objeotious to the scheme. 






l&Ji, o, >', i;-;.- '*;>. 


saliordhiatioTi, and an apprehension that ah Agent specially aeoredited 
to,.and residing at, the Jodhporo Court would not be an impartial 
Shperiritendent of tho proceedings of the Ahakeels. Those arc objoctions 
which mig-lit be overteouic by placing all the four States in direct com- , 
munication with the Agent; and a precedent for such an arrangement is 
to be found in the constitution of tho Neeiauch Agency. 


Fmanoo. 


1.0, The finances of the State are closely attended to by the 
Maharajah, and with tlie aid of the pvaeti-: 
cal experience of his able Minister, Dewan 
Lultmeo Ohnnd, this supervision is producing the best results. The 
reduction of the Ordinary expenditure and productiveness of the. staple 
sovu'ces of revenue promise a yearly surplus, which the Maharajah 
will be disposed to lay out to the profit of tho country and the honour of 
his Court. 


During tho past year tho incorae amounted to 
The dishui'soments to .. 


... Es. 18,10,704 
„ 14,74,4^1 


Leaving a sniplua of Rs, 3,3C,8‘.i3 

by which tho State debt, amounting at the close .of the preceding year 
to Rupees 6,42,636, was reduced to Rupees 3,06,203 : the rekh or income 
tax levied on the feudatories for 1846-47 was not realized till shortly after 
the close of the financial year. Had the proceeds appea.red in account, 
the debt would have been reduced to about a lakh. 


Sfilt ‘Revoiuio. 


11. A detailed Statement of receipts and disbursements for 1846-;47 
accompanies this Report; it shows a highly 
gratifying increase in the proceeds of tho 
'Salt Lukes, for the increasing revenue indicates a rise in the prosperity 
of the neighbouring States. Meywar draws salt from the Puchbutlra 
Tjahe, .Gwalior and Bundeleund from the Samhur and Nawa marts, 
and the produce of the Deedwanah salt tracts is consumed in 
ogr .provinces. These lakes are capable^ of yielding an intinite 
supply of salt, aud the profit at the current priges is popularly 
said t.o he a rupee for every pie expended, or sixty-four fold ; considera¬ 
ble interest is, therefore, felt in the increase of consumption contemplated 
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Ciiaiow Peparfeinent. 


, lVom"imoclificftt.ions3 oP our salt,'(liiticfl. Th;ft co'-partrievship of .Teypbre and 
Jodhpore in the Samlnvr mart has boeu carried on in an atnicalile 
niaaher, both parties willingly abiding by the appropriate rules adopted 
by Captain Morrieson vvlien in charge of the laltOi The population of 
Marwar enjoy a bountiful supply^ of this necessary article. It is calcalated. 
that a man living bn full rations eonaumes 18 seers of Salt a yeaf> whieh 
rvould not cost more than four vrunas, in any part oif Marwar. 

12. The decrease iiv the Custom revenue may, in some degree, lie 
attributed to the insecurity occasioned by the 
depredations of the Shekbawatee marauders; 
but as the defalcation was confined to the Palee mart, it must be sup¬ 
posed that the stream of commerce is abandoning that emporium, sind 
peeking other channels. According to the general custom of Hindoo' 
States, traders belonging to the Gharun Bbat tribes are permitted to 
carry their goods duty-free : they were found to abuse this indulgence, ' 
and to defraud the Government by taking uiider their convoy merchan¬ 
dize belonging' to the unprivileged classes. On the adoption of mea¬ 
sures tp check these frauds, a large jwoistfe of Bhats and Charuns visited 
Jodhpore, hoping to exact compliance by inaportimity and threats of self- 
destruction. But their influence is on the wane, and they have been 
obliged to yield their point. 

In the Judieiai Administration no alterations have to be men¬ 
tioned, and the peaceful condition of the 
country is a practical evidence of the suit¬ 
ability of the present institutions'to the wants of the community. The 
Haksems of each district, the heads of estates and villages, are vested with 
the primary jurisdiction, and the Courts established at Jodhpore are Judi¬ 
cial Coimcils appointed to assist the Maharajah in the decision of appeals 
and special cases, and not tribunals possessing regular powers. I have 
not, therefore, sought again to obtain Eeturns of their proceedings, as they 
could only afford a very imperfect idea of the working of the judicial 
system. Sotue conception of its spirit can be gathered from a Code of 
hales for the guidanee of Civil and Criminal Courts which were pro- 
miilgated about tiiree years ago, of which a translation will be found in 
the Appendix. 


18 . 


Judicial Admimatration- 




' AHMEDtscate ra (suipoEamo®'- 


■■ 14. The Maharajah’ lias been prevented-this year by two snocessive 

' . , . .'fraetnres of the arm from carrying out his 

Chamcler of Oistricb Offiecv*. ^ 

'nions.' Tliis will not be he & execefegly aimoa3 

to acquaint hi^iself more with the ?\V^nts o^^^h have 

an opportunity of ins?pocting the proeee<Hngs of his District 
Much might bo said of their iadolenee ami; ^ the orclem ' 

they deceive from the Durbar> but it woulcl be more aclyisable to imprOTC 
the present instruments of rule than to attac|£ the h ot the 

adrhimstration by into^ a new class of OfGcers trained in other 

schools. ^ 

15. The hegOtiation t was directed to conduct with regard to the 

pmeifetie and provipce of Gimerit^te and the MarWaP 

Mhwr viilagcB. Mbak villages havebeeii'brdjtight to a suc¬ 

cessful issue ; the Durbar agreed to accept a yearly remission from the 
tribute of Eupees 10,000 in lieu of the cession of Omerko'te, and has 
permanently confirmed our possession of the 21 Marwar Mhair villages 
on conditioiv of receiving the net revenue alter dediioting Eupees 2,000 
a year for charges of management, a sum eqnivaloht to more than 25 
per cent, of'the revenue. ■ In these discussions the chief Obstacle I had 
to contend with was.the Rajpoot love of ferrkorial aggrandizemett 

tliis, liowerful feeling gave way before the desire of acting' up to the 
wishes of the British Govcfniaent. 

16. On- the .nth of . September I had the satisfactiou of iaforming 

■ • . . vV ■ yon that the Maharajah had issued a pi’o- 

•• Iffltoelation of viotims. damation imposing the penalty of impr son- 

ment for life (capital punishment being contrary to the usage of the 
country) on the crime of immolation of human victims. This edict 
Was dwected agains|i the Bbat, Charun, Brahmin, and other hieraiehal 
tribes, to whom, superstition had permitted this revolting practice as 
an iastruroent of extortion and revenge. Some advance has also been 
made towards the ultimate prevention of suttee. The Maharajah has 
signified Ms expectotion that the. employment of dissuasjiye means will 
bring about a discontinuance of the rite, and the cusitom is no longer 
defended. He has also allowed the Jeypore proclamation, absolutely 
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prohibiting wifceii iii that douritrjv tci bo publisliod throughout M 
I ascribe these favourable concessions Jinpression produced by 

the publicity given through the; GdvernmpTi^ GamUe {^6 edicts 
againsfc sufctee issued in ffeypoi^^^ BoCndee, Biindelcund^ and the Punjab. 
Thu proclamation of the Boondee Rajah more particulariy effective^^ 
lm»aq[j^e it dictated by a self-conviction of the unlawfulness 

as well as of the barbarity of the rite. The Statomenits prepared by 
the Maharajah'S Perguiin^^^ Officers for the Sumbut^ y 1902 and 
1903, that is, from July 1845 to July 1847^ show that in the first 

year eight suttees took place, the next nmnUe# 

^ . 1 i> xi. / ^ V ' 

that occun'ed in each oi the two prececung years. 
In Sumbut 1903 a deplorable sacrifice of life is recorded : no less than 20 
victims ascended the funeral pile. This increase is generally ascribed to 
the .depression which prevailed in certain parts of Marwar during the 
time the cholera committed unhea^^^^^ and this opinion is 

borne out by the fact that 11 of the sacrifices took fdace at the time and 
in the districts in which the scourge^^p^^ 

i 17. 1 regret that: the expectations expressecl by the Hoifble 
the Court of Directors in the extract of their despatch received 
with yoiir letter, No. 736, of the 5th July, regarding the college Captain 
french hoped to establish, have pot been realized. The execution of the 
scheme contemplated by .Captain French of introducing a system of 
education to which the Marwarees have hitherto been entire strangers 
was so evidently distasteful, that! was compelled to forego further injunc¬ 
tions, and to leave the Opinions of the Maharajah and the public to take 
their ovvu course. After a silence of some months His Highness 
re-opened the subject, and expressed his intention of fostering the estab¬ 
lishment of a school in the building erected for a college, and of interest¬ 
ing himself in the progress of the scholars. Sufficient time has not 
elapsed to allow me to judge of the earnestness of his intenlioPs, but 
it may be hoped the germ of the educational benefit Captain French 
desired to confer on Marwar has taken root and will produce some fruit. 
I do not suppose that English literature will be cultivated in our time 
in Marwar; there is no reward hekl out for the labour and time which 
must be expenclecl in mastering a foreign tongue, and the community 
ding with patriotic preference to the Maiuvaree and Hindee languages. 




I'm fclie time of the) liiopefors Persian and Oordoo iniiile , 110 , proj^reW in , 
Marwar, and T have heard a Thakoor boast that the Marwarees were 
never driven to adopt the Jstnguage and character of the ToOrks. The 
astronomical and other instruinents which were Bpnt for from Knglarid 
are'in the Agency House, and their exhibitibu' afibrds me amasenrent, 
and oicites wji;>nder, nnd„ no doubt, sovno pew ideas, in the initids of the 
spectaltors. 

. 18. I'lncjuirios instituted by orders of the Ubn’blo. tl»e Court, of 
Directore op the subject of the propriety of establishing bullipii depdts ' 
and subordinate mints to counteract tho absoipttion of the Brifcisli 
currency by Native mints for coining purposes and other .mbuetary 
'v., ■V.''- „ Beport on th.e miuts 

(A Marwai*, accompanied by Returiis from, ^ 

Raj records. My eiupirics led too to the conclusion that some portion of 
our currency is held in circulation in th matt;, suit purchai^es 

boingvmade B.upees, and that specie remittances of 

Biutish coinage Ivave^ fe^ to Sinde to buy up the Native 

Sindo coius for the use of tiite 'Marwar mintSy but that M!ar\var is; iiot 
diinctly accessory to the disappearance of pur currency from the Ajmere 
District through the agency of its minte. I also showed that the Jodh- 
pore coining* estnblishiuentsansweivthe purposes both of mints pud bullion 
depotSy and fulfil the objects contemplated by the Hon^ble Court. The 
average yearly amount coined during the four years for wbiph Returns 
were made was not quite 1^50^000 : about 2 lakhs may be considered the 
quanlily of fresh eoiuage auruially required. 

J9i The Maharajah is looking forward imioh anxiety to the 

reply of the Slipreme Government khureeta enclosed in my letter, 

No. . 7 of the 27th October last, u*eqiiesting permission to ecud for. his 
eldest son, Juswunt Sing, from Ahmednuggur, with the view of pro¬ 
claiming .him'vheif appareufi .of Manvar in aia^ordance vvith tiie deed o 
I'lectioo. TKe noiiTsettleni a question of saccession m uit ever be 
.ji cause of anxiety, and I trust the MahaiijaK^s x^equest may receive^ tlie 
jkvourable con^iderut^^^ Government, for the appointniCnt oi^au heir 
ajqmreut wonid do much to o’ousolidatc the popularity and Viability of 
the new'dynasty, " . ' , 
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20, lu conclading my tinsil Report on the aOUlrs of thin priucipi^iUiy^ 
I may be allowed to ofFeii* you my grateful ackupwledgmeutw for the 
Bupport aad asriatauee you have leut me iu the discharge of the political 
dutieSj tO; I owe the inftueuco at the Durbar that has enabled m 
to condact the fuuotions entrusted to me both euceessfully 

ably. I reeommeud my eucceesor to dultivate a with 

the Maharajah, for cordialibj^ between His Higdiness and the^^^ 
the best security for the peace and welfare of the country. 1 darry with 
me the' hig^^ sentiments of regard for His Higluiess-'s dharacter as an 
ally of the British Government and the Ruler of Marwai*. Thakoor 
Bhubbot Sing of Pnhkhuriv is by his rank the' chief aTnong the 
nobles, and he holds the first place in my esti^^^ He is loyal to his 

Sovereign, a steady defender the rights of his class, and a careful 
manager of his paternal doniaine,"‘-^high qualifications in a feudal Ghief, 
which, if always found eombined, would disarm antagonism to the feudal 
system of most of its arguments; I have a high esteem for the Marvvar 
Thakoors t as a body they^ a looked up to With affection by their 
retainers aiid tenants, ab^ from feuds among themselves, and generally 
perform their duti^ towards the St^be with good will and loyalty, 
Dewah Btikmee Ghund Rao Rajah Eidhihul Vakeel continue to serve 
the Maharajah with xeal aUd ability, and His Highnesk fa foidnaate to 
command the^ s of Officers so efficient in tlfoir respective position^^ 
The two sons of Bidhmnl, Poujmul and Rajmul, assist their father in the 
disciuirge of bis duties, and I esteem them highly. / ■ 

21. It affords me much pleasure to record the estimation in which 
I hold the chanicter and seiwices of Mr. Sub*Aesfabant Surgeon Salder, in 
medical charge of this Agency. My opinion of his professional ability is 
shared by the Maharajah, who has derived much benefit from his skill. I 
can also speak ill terrns of warm recornmondation of Meer Moonshee 
Fuzzul Russool and Pundit Gouree Lall, the respective heads of’ the 
Persian and Hindee Offices. I caonot express hotter the satislactioa the 
^services of all the sitbordinate members of the Agency Bstablisiunent 
have afforded me than by mOntioning* that all offices are filled by the 
same ijidividuals I found here on assumiag charge of t^ Agency in 
j'annarydddh. 
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S7(5 AlTHEtXN.t’OODR StfCJCMlON. 

licgulciUons, emcted hy Hifi ITlyhrm^ the Mahmajah, ,of fhe gtid^ce 

.of Civil OouTtdfr’''dat(id Phagopn Soocko lOik^ SiimhtU 190L 

Clause lifL —III all civil cases in. which the amouht sued for has 
been due for the period of twelve years and upwards, 25 per cent, of 
the aoiounfc decreed shall be forfeited to Goverumont* 

Clame imL —In all civd.l cases iu which the amount sued for has 
been duo for the period of six: years and upwards, under twelve 124 P«r 
cent, of the amount decreed shall be forfeited to Government. 

. , which, the amount sued for has 

been due for a period less than six (one aima 

in tlfo rupee) shall be levied defendant id ad the 

amount decreed and forfeited to Government, provided that the case 
come into Court in consequence of the defeiulaiit refusing* to pay. 

Glmm 4^/^,—On ail mortgages of land suited for hiulding purposes, 
arable and pasture lands, dwelling, shops, wells, i and villages L rupee 
4 annas per, cent, on the sum raised on the mortgage shall be paid by the 
mortgager in the way of fee to Goverument. 

' Clrnuu 5^/5.-*—Any dwelling-house mortgaged for a sum not beariag 
interest may be redeemed by the mortgager on the payment of the 
prigiitaVsum. , . , 

Claim 6^/^.----Any dwelling-house mortgaged for a sum charged 
with interest, which sum shall have, with the interest so accdmulating, 
doubled itselt^ may, after remaining for the period of 1 GO yeans in th 
possession of thO: mortgagee, be redeemed, by the mortgager for his heirs 
for tbc original amount of the mortgage. 

CUt/iise 7^^.—Any dwelling^^^ mortgaged on the terms men¬ 
tioned in Clause Sth may, after remaining for the period of 50 years in 
the possession of the mortgagee, be redeemed by the mortgager (or^^fo 
heir^) by the payment of 25 per cent, in addition to the original sum. 

Clame 8//«.*^Any dwelling-house mortgaged on the terms men¬ 
tioned in Clause 6th may, after remaining for the period of 25 years 
in the possession of the mortgagee, be redeemed by the mortgager (for 
bis heirs) by the payment of 50 per cent, in addition to the original 
sum* 
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Clause Wi.’-^kviy dsvelling-honse mortgaged ou tlie terois men- 
tioned im tjIaHS© 6th ^ 

havei with the aoeurnukting interest; doubled ' itself; ' be redeemed Ijy 
idle mortgagor (or his heirs) b of twice the original'sum;'.. 

Clause^ 10i!4.~-Any dwelliug-bouse, or. land, or shop, mortgaged fpr 
a sum, part of whioli • hears interest and part of which is, free' from 
interest, may be redeemed by the' mortgager in payment of the anginal 
sum; which is free remaining part bearing iiitetest 

mth the interest defined in ;the mo^ , \ 

Clause 1 l!f4>^Any holder of a mortgage bearing interest who shall, 
piwinus to the amount Gf:the mor%^ 

doubling itself, forcibly possess : himself of property mortgaged^ shall' 
forfeit claim to any addition to the original snm, and be fined at the 
discretion of the:Court. ' ■ 


Claim 12^/«.-~Auy mortgager not paying interest who shaM refuse^ 

put the imortpgee in possession of the mortgaged property shall be fined 
at the discretion of the Court, who w,ill give possession to the mortgagee. 

■ Any mortgager paying interest vvho, after the ori¬ 

ginal siirtt has by the accumulation of interest doubled itselfy shall refuse 
to give possession of the piortgaged property to the mortgagee, shall be 
fined at the discretion of the Gontt and compelled to give- possession. 

Clause Ma.—In any deed of mortgage, bearing or not bearing 
interest, on vvhihh an agreement is inserted fixing a sum to be expended 
on repairs of the mortgaged building, at the time of redeeming the, 
mortgage the mortgager shall be refused such sum to the mortgagee 
on his adducing proof to its expenditure. 

Clause Ifii!.?.—case the deed of mortgage contains not the agree¬ 
ment cited in the foregoing Clause, and the mortgagee shall have 
executed repairs necessary for the stability of the building, tlm expense' 
of such repairs i shall, on due pi'enf being adduced, be refunded by 
the iDortgager* \ ' 

Marne 16#.—In case the mortgagee without the permission of the, 
mortgager adds to the mortgaged building, at’ the time of redemption half 
only of the expense thus involved shall be refuBded. by the mortgager.. 
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Chuse nffi protides'that, if repairs he inAde untl^r'Clause 14tJi 
tlirdiigli the agency of a third person^ theaccorvnts of such repairs:must 
be attested by two witnesses; in defanltj the mortgagee will forfeit 
■ all Ol^im to reiBabai'semeht. ' i , , 

Ckme IBtk ,—Any well, field, or , village mortgaged for a sum not 
bearing interest; may at any time be redeemed by the mortgager on 
'repaymeut ofithat:origimJ,sam,. : ‘V ■ r 

, Clause 19/5/?..—In ease of any well, field, or village t ovtgaged for a 
s,uift bearing interest, the mortgagee (or his heirs) shall, after enjoying 
,the produce of such Well, field, or village for the period of a eentary, 
accotot for the prodnee of such well, field, or village, and carry it to the 
credit of the morfgaiger towards the redemption of the mortgaged 
.pfpperty.-'' '' ' '■ "" ‘■'i:'"-'. 

Clause 20t/5 provides for mortgagee being put ill possession pf land 
property; mortgaged to him for a sum nOt hearing interest. 

2.1 In suits fpr simple ' debts described to have been 
contracted upwards of 20 years ago, the suit shall only be entertained, 
provided that the plaintiff produces a bond forraally executed Which 
exhibits the part payment; in the interval of some portiph of the 
original debt; in default of these two p’^ovisiotfe, the ease shall be 
rejected. Suits for debts contracted within the period of 20 years shall 
be .entertained and decided according to their merits. 

Clause 22?«i5."-"“BetrOthals contracted by mother, father, or brother of 
a girl shall be held to be validj provided the ceremonies of Gotl 
Arousburdena and Teekakurdena" have been voluntarily performed. 

Clatm 23ri;?.—A betrothal contracted by the paternal or maternal 
grandfather or uncle of a girl, with* the after-consent of the parents, 
shall be held valid on the performance of the aforementioned ceremonies. 
The same rde applies to the betrothal of a girl who has neither parents 
nor brothers, and who has been brought up in the home of her paternal 
or maternal: grandfather. 

Clause 24^/1,—Whoever, after betrothing his daughter to one person 
and performing the required ceremonies, shall marry her to another, 
Khali be subject to fine, and the disappointed hrklegroom shall be eutitled 




pMB P ri^amftoB according tc of;,.,hfe 

d^ianlting'g^rty. ;,'iv^,'■.' ! 

—'in-^eyeiit'of tte bridegroom" 'tiiBcominjfy 
^^^^iPtea diHe4&eH, ..tlie-contract shall be at aa edijjiiBj^^-'tl 
’ to tli^p'ose of ■ the betrothed bride. '*'' ’"'i,'}■, -■ 

“ tlif families of the . nobility shall he condpifted'" 
;^“8f :te:,tlie'bustomsi^of families, and iii families oi^iBh 

'l^ser'{'ttttaOTts aecorchng to their estiblished usages. ' ■ 

amonfr' Pdkhuma Brahmins shall dii 
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Tlegulations for the gitidmce of the Crimiml Courts. 

Claim 1«#.~-Charges of robbery and j)lunderi,ng are to be inires- 
tigM'Cd and decided on stiflicient proof being ofl'ered, witbout regard t>o 
Ihe date of occurrence. 

Clause 2w<?.—-Cbarges of robbery in which proof depends upon 
tracking ai’e to be entertained if not anterior in date of occnrrence t.P 
''Sunibfi'fc 

Clause Zrd .—'flie headrijtran of a village shall;, in of , a thief 
being found in his village with stolen property, surrender the thief andf 
the property, and the thief shall be punished j in failure' of .which the 
head-man shall he held responsible for the ' value of the stolen property, 
and be subjected to fine. : , 

Clause Ath .—In event of a robbery the traces of .which ha ve been 
taken to a village, the sufferer sbE^ll receive, compensation from that vil¬ 
lage, the amount of the loss being attested by the oath of the sufferer 
and rigid enquiry. In compensation for a camel stolen Kupees 50 shall 
be awarded according to the aem The village shall not be , subject to 
fine in addition to payment of compensation. 

Clause bth .—The claim to a fourth of stolen property recoyered or 
of compensation awarded on the part of the Eaj is foregone j it shall, 
not be taken. 

(Sd.) H. IL 

Political Agent, 


Minute .by the Governor General (concurred in by the Members of Govern¬ 
ment),—dated the 4th April 1848. 

" I HAVK read the case of the succession to the AUmednuggur State. 
It is a most intricate and ponderous case, most fully aud elaborately 
examined and pronounced upon by Mr. Willoughby in the Council of 
Bomba),^' 

His views are adopted by Ms colleague, Mr. Reid, ahd cordially 
approved by the high authority of the Governor, Mr. Clerk. 
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’'''»lifi|i^BeV'‘'^“A"b6'''taip^^^ am Wmpeteub'tft^fo^m;:<Ji'-'ft]^iSi«!^,,i;;^>‘‘^^S^^ '''I'- '\ ''I'-J 
thei^TOtieliisiCin whichi lias.,-,be^n 

W«Eiii''^r';'tiie'Presideney of Bombay, and wiil adjildgo‘|^'«).^^'J^aV^'f ' ' ■ ''"^ 


' '^hinediiugi^ W tbe Chief of Edar, 






'., 4;.(Sd.) 


^ ^ ^ ^'7 ^V'' tX|!'v./2 

■ From iH.',MJEu.iOT/S?iq.,"S^^ to Govenigaent of India, 

■■,..■. ^indnt,.to the GlifGjf. Seoretoy. to Governtoenfc^vBb'rabayi'—ISTo. ,9!?!, Ttete#^ 

: ^'V^FbrfeTOliam, '',V' ' "-.' ''''•'#f| 

^ ' . I HAtin'^the honour to acknowledgo the receipt of you i’ jotter, dated ,;. ,;;i; 

Sih October last, No. 264, ^ith its enclosures, relative to th^^^destiph'dlf'.;,, ■' ^: 

suceoBsion to the Chiefsbip of Ahmednuggur,. , . ' ■ ‘' ; ::r -..., , 


.>f'' 


21- The!-Governor General in Council having given hie most’atten¬ 
tive coUsideititihn to this question, which has been fuHy and elaborately '’ 

. mEamified and pronounced iipon by Mr. Willoughby in the Council of 
Bombay, esfccurs in the opinion of the Bombay Government “that 
AhroednUggiEr add its dependencies ought now to revert to the elder , i 
; Edicr brnnch of the family, and that these two principalities should, as 
tiffiyi did previous to a. d. 1781, again form one State under the Rajah of 'i,i: 

Bdvit, ^iid thfdi Maharajah Tukt Sing should be required to rerpovti , ; ^ ^ 
his eldest son, Juswimt Siug, and the other-membem of his family h6\V ' , 

at'Ahmednuggar, immediately to Jodhpore.” - , >■; 


..From Hi M. BiiiiiDT,:.Esij., Seci'etenry to Gove-nment of Indhi.’fbmgn Depswt- 
ment, to tbe Governor Geaewiii's Agent, E:^'pootana,—No. i:»73, dated Fort 
■ : William, the JL4th April 1818. 


By direction; of the Governor Gener^ in Council, I have the honour 
» From CMaf Socrobaiy, to trausmft, for yoUr information and guul- 
Ocstobei- accompanying cpliiy of a corre- 

] ToOhief Soemtar^^^ spondence* with the Chief Secretary^^^ to the 

da-tod i4fch April 1848, N6.W1. Governmenfeof Bombay ou the subject of the 
succession to ^ Chiefahip of Ahmedn^gur, 
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